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: having agreed to that. We are not 
; appealing that. 

3 MS WERTHEIMER Okay But -- 

4 to Judge Mershon 

< MR MILLIMAN' Okay We may 
6 *am to take it on up beyond him. 

MS Wertheimer 1 'understand. 

8 MR MILLIMAN To a higher 

9 authority. 

10 MR. ALDOCK The Supreme Court 
; n is coming to lunch too 

12 MR. MILLIMAN Good lunch loday. 

13 trust me. 

IM (Discussion was held off the 

15 record.) 

16 THE V1DEOGRAPHER Going on the 
. 1* record, the time is approximately 8.42. 

18 BY MR SHEFH-ER: 

19 Q. Good morning Mr. Wigand. 

20 A Good mom mg. 

21 Q When was the last time you were 
,22 in Japan? 

23 a When was the last time 1 was in 

24 Japan 1 Maybe June. July of 1991. 


1 Q Okay. Pnor to your employment 

2 at Brown Sc Williamson, when was ibe last 

3 ume you were in Japan ’ 

4 a 1 can't recall, several tunes 

5 Many, many times. 

6 Q Okay Now. you testified 

• earlier in this deposition, not this week 

8 but the last ume we were together, about 

9 buying the diary or diaries in Japan that 

10 you used to write in your - for now we 
:! will call it the reflections diary 

.2 \ .Arc you using diary or diancs 1 

I) q Last time. sir. you told me you 

;4 had a reflections diary As I understand 
: 3 that -- what you w’ere referring to as a 
:( dtaiy at that tune was actually two 
i: volumes. 

:8 * That s correct, as long as we 
iv make sure we have the same words. 

:o Q That's what I am crying to do 
;i Is that a reflection diary or dianes; how 

22 do you want to term it? 

23 A Dtarv. 

2a q Okay. Is that reflection diary 
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the red book or books that you have been 
: yesterday telling us you showed to Mr. 

) Reed at the CID on November 29th in 1995 
■i and Pascagula. Mississippi 1 

r A Yes. 

1 Q Now -- so that was die same 

■ dung we were talking about at the 
3 deposition in July? 

a a That's correct. 

:C Q This is a red book or books that 

■ you wrote in that was •* as 1 understand 
it. purchased in Japan? 

1 3 a Yes. 

; i Q .And your testimony last time. 

15 you purchased those in Japan, and I don't 

16 recall specifically, the record will speak 
i' for itself, but it was sometime in the 

is late "0's? 

.9 A 1 was in Japan in the 70's. I 
:o was in Japan in the 80's, I was in Japan 
:i in the 60's. 

:: O I understand Let me just ask 
23 you. sir. today what is your recollection 
N of when you purchased the red diary or 


■■ i two-volume set that you were writing in 
: and we have now termed a reflection diary? 
3 A 1 have several of them. 1 still 
* have some of them that I purchased 

5 probably sometime in the 70's when 1 was 

6 there 

■ 0 Okay You still have some at 
j home? 

9 a I don t have them with me. They 

10 are at the house. 

. 1 Q Okay But you still have them 
’.2 in your possession, custody or control? 

13 A Blank diaries 0 

la Q Yes. 

15 a Yes. 

!6 Q Could you produce one of iho^e 
i” diaries for us? Do you have access to it? 

8 I'm not asking hum to do it. I'm asking 

19 him if he has access to it? 

20 a I don’t have access to it. 

21 Q Is there any way that you could 

22 get a diary? One of those red dianes 

23 that you purchased back in the ?0’s? 

24 a They are still at the house I 
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probably could get access to them. 

2 ' Q We will make that request of 

3 counsel 

4 Now, sir. was there anvthing on 

5 the front of the diary or dianes 0 

5 a Yes. 

* Q What was on the front of the it? 

8 a Contact notes. 

9 Q Okay Was it a spiral bound 
.0 book or not? 

:: a. No. it was not spiral bound. 

; 12 Q Now, to your best — 

13 THE COURT: Okay, go ahead 

■ 14 q Did you purchase all of the red 
1 15 contact dianes ai the same time 0 

16 a I may have. 

■ it q Well, to the best of your 
.18 rccollectioa sir, were the contact 

119 dianes that you used to write about 
20 B & W, were those purchased at the same 
2 ! time? 

.22 A They may have At the same time 
23 meaning the exact same tune? 1 can't be 
i 24 sure for that 
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; l Q How many dianes did you 
j 2 purchase? 

3 a 1 didn't purchase dianes. 1 

4 purchased blank contact books Red 

j 5 covered contact books with a, I think it 
. 6 was a silk whatever you call it marker 
: ' page, locked-m marker page stnng or 
8 whatever you call it. 

. 9 Q Locked-in marker page I'm not 

10 sure I understand 

11 A 1 don't know exactly how to 

1 2 characterize it. 

13 Q Like a bookmark 0 

14 a It was a bookmark that was 

: is attached to it but it was a silk stnng. 

16 Q Now. these contact books, did 

i it they have a -- strike that 

18 Was contact pnnted in English 

19 in the front cover? 

20 a Yes. 

;i q And was there a calendar in the 

22 book 0 

23 a N'ot to my recollection. 

24 O Were any of the pages dated 0 _ 
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* No 


. these gold gilt-edge pages and month and 

: Q And you say there was no 


2 day wnrten at the top in Japanese ’ 

5 calendar at all in the book, to your 


3 a 1 believe so. 

* recollection? 


4 Q Okay What time period - 

5 a To my recollection. 1 don't 


5 how many months or years were encompassed 

o believe there was a calendar in the book. 


5 in each book 7 How many entries could you 

* 0 Was u all blank pages except - 


* make, how many yearly entries could you 

8 was it two covers, all blank pages and a 


8 make 7 

9 silk string marker, was there anything 


9 A How many year entries could you 

10 else? 


:o write'? There w as no dating on it 

:i A. To the best of my recollection. 


;; Q Could you tell me. sir, roughly 

yes. 


12 how many pages were in each book? 

13 Q What? Was there anything else 


1 3 a No. 1 never numbered or counted 

.' 4 m addition to that that vou could 


u the pages 

15 describe for us 1 


15 Q Did all the books have the same 

16 a Red leather cover, the pages. 


:t number of pages 7 

it the edges on the pages were gold, 1 


PA I never counted the books so 1 

18 believe the page marker, we'll call it. 


16 can't tell you that. 

19 was the Japanese nanonal color which was 


19 Q Did they look like--to your 

20 purple. Matosaki, the pages were partly in 


20 best view, did they look like they had the 

2; Japanese and blank. 


2 i same number of pages? 

22 Q What was pan in Japanese, what 


' 22 a Yes, approximately the same 

23 was that? 


23 Q When you purchased these, sir -- 

24 a The place to put in the date 


2 * 1 recall you didn t purchase them all at 
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i month and year. 


i the same tune but do you recall whether 

2 Q What was the Japanese 


' : you purchased them all at the same store ’ 

3 characters; what did they say 7 


3 a 1 think they were probably 

4 a. Just month and day. 


4 purchased at Kinokomya or Rapung but I'm 

5 Q They were month and day 7 


5 not sure It may have been m Mitsui 

6 A. j'ust blank, no month and day. 


6 Anaconda. I don't know exactly where 1 

' just a character for month. 


* purchased them. 1 visited a lot of book 

8 Q The character said month and the 


8 stores when 1 was in Japan. 

9 character said day? 


9 Q At the break, sir, would you 

10 a. Getsu and Htyobi. 


;G wnie those names down for us so the court 

11 u And that was •• every page had 


11 reporter can spell them? 

12 the same thing 7 


i: a Kino. K-l-N-0 -- 

13 a. 1 believe so, yes 


. 3 Q We can do it at the break If 

:4 Q There was nothing other than 


14 1 - just a couple more questions on this 

1 5 those blank month and day, there was no 


ii Were the dianes that you had in 

16 other writing in the book 7 


16 your possession now - ire the dianes 

17 a To the best of my recollection. 


r that you have in your possession at your 

18 Q And were all of the dianes that 


:8 house or wherever they may be 

19 you purchased books 7 You know what 1 am 


'; 9 MS WERTHEIMER I don’t think 

20 talking about; tfwse red books that you 


20 he has testified they are dianes. He has 

21 purchased? 


21 testified he may have blanks. 

22 a Yes. 


;; Q Let's clear that up When the 

23 Q Were all of them the same m 


23 blank dianes, the blank dianes that you 

:a terms of they didn't have anything but 


:i have in vour possession, are they the same 
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as in form •• 1 realize the ones tiiai you 
claim you have written in as year 
reflection diary have writing - but other 
than the fact that you have written in 
their,, are they otherwise identical to the 
ones that you have at your house ’ 
a 1 don't think they am diaries, 
they are blank books But - or book. 

I’m not exactly sure how many I have, but 
1 think they are relatively the same, yes 
0 They were bought from the -- 
they were the same manufacturer, m other 
words? 

a I don't know that answer. 

Q If you saw your diary that you 
have in your house, the blank diary you 
have in your house - strike that. 

Were any of these blank diar.es 
that you purchased, were any of them 
mulu-volume sets? 

A What do you mean multi-volume 
sets’ 

Q Like volume one is printed on 
the front cover, volume two. volume three’ 
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; have written about Brown & Williamson in 
r to anyone? 

3 a Other than what we have gone 
u over. 1 can't think of anything at this 

5 time. no. 

6 Q Okay. And when you say you have 
" shown the dianes to your brother and your 

8 father, did you show them the contents of 

9 the dianes? Did you show them the books? 

10 a You mean did I let them read the 
1 11 contents? 

Q Just so you understand where I 

13 am coming from, as 1 understand it. you 
I n have more than one red book contact diary 
' 15 And as 1 understand it you have written in 
i 16 at least two of them Is that right? Is 
, 1 ? that your testimony’ 

,8 a So far, yes, go ahead. 

19 Q Have you written in any other of 
•20 them? 

121 ms WERTHEIMER: Written at all 
22 or written about Brown & Williamson’ 

: 23 MR. SHEFFLER. Written at all. 

>24 Written at all. 
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1 a No. 

2 0 So they are all -- they were 

3 all at least just simply books with 

4 contact on the front and month and day in 
| 5 Japanese characters inside, and to the 

5 best of your recollection there was really 
* no other printing in the books? 

8 a To my best recollection, that's 
j 9 correct. 

I'.O q Okay .And have •• upon 
: i reflection, sir. overnight, until this 
:2 morning, have you recalled anyone else who 
: 3 you have shown the original dianes, 

)4 reflective dianes. that you have written 
i; about Brown & Williamson in, do you recall 
16 showing them to anyone else other than the 
r people you identified for us yesterday’ 
is a I think I have already testified 

19 that 1 showed them to my father and 

20 brother 

:i Q Okay. Whether that was 

22 vesierday or the day before. Other than 

23 the people you have listed for us. have 

24 you shown copies of these books that you 
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, l a Not to my recollection. 

2 Q Okay Well, when you showed the 

■ 3 red book contact books to your brother and 

4 your father, did you show them the books 

5 that you had written in’ 
s a. Yes. 

' * Q Now, did you show them the fact 

8 that they were written in? Did you show 

9 them anything inside the books’ 

' ;C a Did I show them or did I let 
l; them read it? What specifically are you 

■ <2 asking for’ 

13 Q Either, either. Did you show 

14 them inside — 

15 a I did not allow them to read it 

.6 no. 

if q Did they know that you had 
is written inside the book? 

19 a They clearly understood and knew 

20 that 1 was writing a diary or had a 
contemporaneous diary regarding my 

22 employment at Brown & Williamson 

23 Q Did they see the writing m the 

:i book? _ 
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: \ I believe they may have, yes. 

l Q Not your brother’ 


2 Q I'm asking you. sir -- 

2 A No. 


3 A 1 believe I did. 

3 0 So let me ask you this. su. 


a Q You did show them the writing m 

4 what was the occasion that you were 


5 the book? 

5 talking about your diary at that time’ 


6 a I think 1 may have showed them 

6 What was the reason why this came up? 


■ there was writing in the book. I don't 

7 a 1 can't give you a specific 


3 thmk they read it. 

8 reason why it came up. 1 have always 


9 Q And why did you show them there 

! 9 talked to ray father very openly and 


10 was writing in the book but not let them 

1C candidly about things and we had a very 


11 read it? 

, 1 1 good relationship. So I shared it with 


:: a No specific reason. Just showed 

;i: him that 1 had a diary. 


.3 it to them one Thanksgiving. 

' 13 Q Did you share any otheT diaries 


U q What was the occasion, tell me 

14 with him? 


1 5 if you can, describe for me why it was 

; ? a Such as? 


16 thai one Thanksgiving you would have shown 

' 16 Q Any other dianes. 1 don't 


r them the books and told them about it? 

i ” know, any other diary You have lots of 


.8 a 1 was just talking to my brother 

18 dianes. Have you shown him any other 


19 and my father relative to my diaries and 

19 dianes 7 


20 just saying, here is what I have, and 

20 A 1 may have from time to time. I 


21 that's it. 

jSi can't recall. 


22 Q They weren't curious about what 

1 :: Q Now, in November of 1989, what 


23 it said or anything'’ 

23 was •• strike that 


24 A No. 

: 24 Now. your brother, when did you 
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1 Q And you weren't showing them for 

; show him the diary 7 


2 purposes of establishing that, in fact. 

2 a [can't recall specifically 


3 you were wntmg or had written m these 

■ 3 Q It wasn't at Thanksgiving 7 


4 books'? 

4 a No. 1 don't thmk my brother 


5 a At that tune I wasn't doing 

5 came to that Thanksgiving. It was a later 


6 that, it wasn't necessary. 

6 date 


1 * Q When was it, which Thanksgiving 

- o Can you fix n for us, while you 


8 w as it? 

8 were employed at Brown & Williamson? 


9 a 1 think it was the first 

9 a Oh. yes. when I was employed at 


;o Thanksgiving, at least to my father in - 

10 Brown & Williamson. 


11 that we were in the Louisville house. So 

l : y Did he see any text in it? 


12 it would have been 1989. 

12 a 1 believe he may have, yes. 


13 0 1989'' 

. :• Q He read pans of the diary 7 


M a 1989 

.4 a. I don't think he read it. no. 


15 q That was -- okay And your 

15 Q He didn't read anything’ 


15 testimony is you showed him the diary, at 

16 A No. 


P ihai time there was only one? 

p Q And this was in the context of 


18 a Only one book, yes. 

15 what, was this just simply he was 


19 Q You testified you showed him 

;-9 interested in -- were you keeping dianes 


20 that m 1989? 

;o and you showed him yes. you were? 


21 a 1 think that’s correct. 

21 a lust general discussion with my 


:: Q Was this your brother and your 

22 brother 


23 father? 

23 O And general discussion, what did 


24 a Mv father at that time. 

24 he have to do with -- 
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: a Somebody might have - might - 

1 Q Do you recall whether Lucretia 

: Q As 1 understand it, this was 

2 saw the diaries 7 

; your personal reflective diary; right 7 

:• a She may have. 

- a Yes. 

4 Q Was she at the Thanksgiving 

5 Q At least at some point you 

: dinner thai you are talking about that you 

- became vetv, very — 

6 showed the diaries 10 your father? 

' a. Protective 

- a She was most certainly at the 

s Q Protective of it. Thank you. 

8 dinner. 

9 And it appears that you did show it to 

9 Q Okay. Well, this occurred -- as 

iC you; brother and your father, but you 

:o 1 understand, this occurred on 

ii didn't let them read it. Was there a 

ii Thanksgiving? 

12 reason whv? 

12 a. Thanksgiving weekend. We 

1:3 a Personal reflective diary 

13 usually celebrated Thanksgiving at that 

i q So vou didn't want them to read 

u time on a Saturday We had 15 to -5 

15 ,t? 

15 people in the house. 

:6 a. N’oi particularly, no 

16 Q And did anybody other than your 

r q Okay. So how did the discussion 

:* father see this? 

:S come up? 

18 a. Not that I can recall 

.9 a I can't recall. I haven't spent 

19 q Did Lucrem -- to your 

20 a lot of time thinking about that. 

:2D recollection now, sir. did Lucretia see 

:i Q About the diaries? 

■ 21 the diary while you were at Brown & 

22 a No. about when 1 had the 

22 Williamson? 

23 conversation with my brother. 

23 A She may have. 3 don't know 

Q I understand. We were just 

24 q Anyone else that you can recall 

Page 29?9 
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! 1 tTving to explore it because these are two 

1 saw - see this diary at Brown & 

2 people. Was there anvone else, sir •• 

2 Williamson or anywhere, anybody, that you 

3 because 1 asked you this question - 

3 can recall during your tenure at Brown & 

a remember, 1 asked you back in the first 

4 W illiamson, that saw this diary 7 

5 deposition for everybody who you could 

i A As 1 just told you. Mr 

6 recall saw vou with the diaries while you 

6 Sheffler. to the best of mv knowledge, the 

■ were at Brown &. Williamson. I did ask you 

• best of my recall. I'm giving you what 1 

S that. Do vou recall me asking you that ? 

8 know now. 

9 a While 1 was at Brown & 

9 Q Okay. Now. did you keep a diary 

10 Williamson 7 

to at Biosonics? i 

11 Q Yes 

• i a Which company 7 

12a At the time 1 probably didn't 

: q Biosonics 

13 recall it. 

. 3 a Biosonics, yes. 

14 q That’s why 1 am asking. Because 

14 q And that was - is I recall 

! 5 every time I ask you questions you recall 

5 that was a marble covered diary 7 

.6 more things So we are just trying to — 

,6 a Yeah, that was a composition 

i" a I'm giving you the limit of my 

I* notebook 

18 recall right now. If 1 recall more as I 

;8 Q Why didn't you keep a diary in 

!9 go along I will most certainly share with 

i9 the contact red note diary it Biosonics’ 

20 you. I'm interested in gening all the 

20 A No reason. 

21 truth out. Mr. Sheffler. 

2 i o You had multiple Japanese 

22 Q We will get out what vour recall 

22 dianes but you didn't use any of those 

23 is 

23 for your dianes at Biosonics, as I 

24 a Yes. 

24 recall 7 
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! -\ I'm currently using a marble 
; notebook aiso. 

| t Q For a diary ? 

i a Yes. 

; q You are keeping a diary now? 

; A Yes. 

■ Q When did you start keeping a 

$ diary in the marble notebook after Broun & 

9 Williamson s terminauon? 

10 a Oh. in the last year. 

., Q And if you could, sir, just give 
:: me a chronology of the dianes that you 
i j hast kept since your termination, 
u a Since my lemunauon'’ 

15 Q Yes 

16 a I had a computer diary that was 

i ■ crashed in. I believe, on my hard dnve. 

15 1 have now kept a matrimonial diary. 

19 q When did you start that? 

23 A January of 1996. 

21 Q Okay. Is that in the marble 

:: cover? 

23 a Yes. 

:■» q Any others? 


I A The green book that I believe wc 
; have turned over a copy to you. 

3 MS WERTHEIMER The green book 
j looks like -- more like a telephone book. 

5 It's a ledger, it u not -- 
I 4 THE WITNESS It's a bound - 

MS WERTHEIMER. You would not 
5 know that it was bound because you got it 

9 by copied pages. And it's phone calls. I 

10 don t want you -- ! don't want the 

; i testimony to lead to the suggestion that 
:: there is a document that we turned over 
:J post-Brown & Williamson that has textual 
14 commentary, nor do we have such a 
compilation of ledgers, journals, 

16 notebooks or any other. 
r MR. SHEFFLER When you say nor 

8 do we. you are saying nor do Shea & 

19 Gardner as a result of their review of 
10 materials supplied lo them by Wigand or 
2 ; his attorneys? 

22 MS WERTHEIMER Right. 

23 3Y MR SHEFFLER 

24 q Thank you Anything else’’ 
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: a Not that 1 can recall 
2 Q So you started keeping 
J matrimonial diary And 1 don't want to 

4 know the contents of it. sir. my question 

5 really relates to simply, was this book 

6 that you are writing your matrimonial 

‘ diary in. was it a dated book, were dates 
» for month and day on the page or anything 1 

9 A No. 

10 Q Was it just simply one of those 

) l composinon notebooks you could go to the 
12 store and pick up like junior high school 
! 13 kids do for their - 
':•* a Composinon notebook. 

11 Q Is n bound? 

; 16 a. Yes. 

117 q Now. when did you -- and this 
18 may very well be the questions I have 
; 19 asked you last time, but 1 don't recall so 
20 if you just bear with me I’m only going to 
.21 have a couple more. When did you stop 
■22 keeping your duly in the red books? 

;23 A Which diary 1 .Are we referring 
;* to the two-volume set. right? Is that -- 


>! 

I I wanted to make sure. 

: Q Mr Wigand. you testified that 

3 you have only written in two volumes of 

4 red diaries. Have you written in more 

5 than two volumes of red dianes? 

: 6 A No. 

' 7 Q Pardon me 1 

S A. No. 

. 9 Q When did you stop writing in the 
■ ii> red volumes? 

II a I just wanted to make sure we 

12 are talking about the same thing when we 

13 are talking. When? As I said yesterday. 
.4 sometime m January of 1993 

15 Q Okay. 

16 a December. January. 1993 

MS WERTHEIMER. December. 

18 1992? 

19 THE WITNESS 92. 1993 

20 O And that was it? 

21 a In the red dianes, yes. 

;; q Okay. You are sure of that? 

23 a As sure as I can be at this 
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. Q So you kept no diary between 

• there would be three iterations that could 


: that period and your matrimonial diary of 

2 occur. One. they would they would be sent 


'• 1996 other than the green book ledger? 

3 back to B A.T. Southampton without you 

| 

■* a And the computer 

a ever seeing them, except unless you got 


‘ O And the computer 

5 them some other wav. 


* a Is that considered a computer 

6 a Okay 


" diary? 

' Q Is that correct? That was your 


t Q Whatever you consider it. 

8 testimony; is that still your claim? 


5 a Okay. 

9 a. Yes. go ahead. 


vc Q Anything else? 

io q Two. they would be edited or 


11 A. Not that 1 can recall 

i: modified? 


12 Q Well, just take a moment, sir. 

•2 a That's number two. 


: 3 and reflect and make sure that we have it 

13 Q Is that still your claim? 


\* all now 

M a L’m-hum. 

j 

U a As to the best of my 

15 Q And three, they would be passed 

i 

f 

.6 recollection at this time, yes 

. i 6 on to you 1 


Q Okay Vow. I want to turn. sir. 

1,1* A That's correct- 


is to some statements you have made both at 

18 Q And if they were passed on to 


19 this deposition and in the past deposition 

19 you they would bear in some instances 


23 as well as publicly, with respect to the 

' 20 anomey-client pnv-.lege stamps or 


: i way research documents were communicated 

21 confidential anoraey-chent pnvtlege 


22 to you from Southampton 

! 22 stamps; is that correct? 


23 You have we have expolored 

|23 A. Some documents were. yes. 


2 « this a little bn at the last deposition 

2« O Okay. And I think what your 
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i and 1 m not going to go over that again 

i testimony was m the pasi --I'm just 


2 But at that time we had talked about the 

: trying to see if this is snll correct - 


3 fact that you have claimed publicly that 

3 is that the reports that contained 


* formal research reports out of Southampton 

, j contentious, quoie-unquote. information 


5 were sent to Kendnck Wells to be screened 

5 would be stamped confidential 


6 by him. and then sent to you from Wells. 

6 anomey-client by Mr. Wells before giving 


' Do you recall that? 

: t them to you? 


s a I will assume your 

8 a Or tf they were ever passed on 


9 representation is correct, go ahead. 

9 o Okay. He would stamp 


io q Vow. is your recollection snll 

' 10 anomey-client privilege information on 

! 

11 the same, that that occurred? 

i • reports that you never saw 1 


12 A. i can also probably add to that 

:2 a As per related to me by Ray 


13 Q I'm sure you will. We will just 

.3 Thornton after he reviewed documents with 


n take n one step at a tune. Your 

.a Mr. Wells. 


1 5 recollection is that that did in fact 

if Q Okay. Vow. as I understand it. 


t * occur’’ 

.'6 these contennous or sensitive information 


17 a Yes. 

dealt with biological research, tesnng 


18 q Thai the formal reports were 

is and assays, research on other noxae and 


i9 sent from Southampton to Kendnck Wells. 

19 nicotine pharmacology; is that correct’ 


20 and then Kendnck Wells, after screening 

20 MS WERTHEIMER Would you tell 


2: them, would give them to you? 

21 me the page from which you are referring 1 


22 a. If they passed muster, yes. 

:: MR SHEFFLER It's 2232 or 33. 


23 Q If they passed muster. As I 

23 1 have a previous — it's this 


’understand your testimony also is that 

;4 deposition but it's 2232 or 33 



Curtin. Schneider & Lawrev 


562630807 


Page 2986 - Page 29*9 


http://legacy.library.ucsKeda/tidM|n^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 




562630808 


http://legacy.library.ucsSeduftidM|O^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



562630809 


http://legacy.library,ucsKeda/tidM|n^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



562630810 


http://legacy.library.ucsSeduftidM|O^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 




562630811 


http://legacy.library,ucsKeda/tidM|n^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



http://legacy.library.ucsSeduftidM|O^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



B&Wi PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 


Brown & Williamson vs Wigand Multi-Page ' 1 1/14/96 

Volume 17 



Page 29% 

Page 2992 

i mr Wallace. It's from the 

: reports were sent to Kendrick Wells he not 


: sealed Transcript record, if you still 

2 cnly prevented you from seeing some, he 


3 have that. 

j also edited some reports to remove any 


■> MR SHEFFLER It's Tuesday's 

4 reference to biological testing, other 


5 deposition. 

5 noxae and nicotine pharmacology 0 


‘ MS WERTHEIMER Thank you. 

6 a Or any other thing h: considered 


' 3Y MR. SHEFFLER. 

7 contentious from a discovery or liability 


h q Now. is it correct, sir. that 

8 point of view. 


9 the sensitive documents that dealt with 

5 Q You have made that claim 


10 biological testing and assays, research 

10 publicly as well as in this case 0 


: i and oiher noxae and mcoune pharmacology 

11 a I believe so. 


! : were some of the subjects that were 

12 Q And haven't you said that you 


.3 sensitive, according to you? 

i 13 complained to Mr Sandefur. Mr. Konhurst 


.4 a Yes. 

.* and Mr. Wells that the editing of 


if Q And it was those documents that 

13 scientific reports and the suppression of 


1 1 deal with those sensitive matters that 

16 scientific reports from Southampton was 


i" were either stamped attorney-client 

IT unethical? You have made that claim as 


is confidential or documents that you never 

lg well, haven't you? 


i9 saw? 

i 19 a 1 believe 1 may have made thai 


:o v Yes. 

20 claim, yes. 


:i Q Okay And that's your testimony 

j 21 Q The last time we showed you a 


2 : here today 0 

i 22 bi-annual FRC annual report. We talked 


23 a Yes. 

‘23 about the annual, bi-annual reports of the 

' 

24 q Vow. sir, at the last 

i24 FRC. do you recall that 0 
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l deposmon. do you recall, we were 

1 A. Yes 


2 reviewing how it came to be that you 

2 Q Do you recall at that tunc you 


3 ieamed of this policy And you said that 

3 conceded that you were seeing summaries of 

f 

u it was your claim that there were faxes 

4 all the research, but it was the repons 


5 from Alan Heard which included research 

5 themselves, the formal reports from 


6 reports from Southampton that dealt with 

6 Southampton, that you were prevented from 


' these subjects of biological testing and 

• seeing in some instances by Kendrick 


3 assays, other noxae and nicotine 

8 Wells; do you recall that 0 


9 pharmacology-, do you recall that? 

9 a 1 think the summary reports and 


10 a Yes. 

:0 final reports had already gone through the 


11 Q And you recall that you had an 

it editing. So 1 couldn't find anything in 


. : agreement with Alan Heard that he would 

12 it that would suggest editing He gave me 


13 send you this material because you would 

:3 the final reports. 


not see it through the normal course of 

.M q Let's just see -- 1 have the 


if business 0 

;? document you were looking at last time 


1 6 A Thai is correct 

16 We will get li oui and 1 want to show it 


1" MS WERTHEIMER. Can I just 

r to you again. 


i s have the page, counsel? 

18 A Do you have all the drafts of 


19 MR SHEFFLER That'S at 1207. 

19 the documents leading up to the final 0 


20 SY MR SHEFFLER: 

.20 Q No. sir. the drafts of the 


;i q Then you have made other claims 

:i documents were conducted where? Who wrote 

!:: with respect to editing documents. Do you 

2 : the drafts of the documents to the best of 


j;3 recall that there was a claim thai you 

23 your knowledge? 


pa have made in the past that when research 

24 a Any of the CAC companies. 
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Q No. sir. who wrote the drafts of 

1 a l believe 1 received it. yes 


: the documents of the FRC status reports' 1 

Q And isn't it true at the last 


1 The status reports were the reports of the 

3 deposition, su. you testified that that 


1 research at Southampton, correct? 

4 status review notes covered all of the 


5 y.s WERTHEIMER .Are we talking 

5 research projects, in summary fashion at 


6 about the summaries 0 

6 least, that were being conducted at 


* Q He knows what! am talking 

t Southampton during the time period of 


9 about, don't you, the FRC starus review 

8 March to August of 1990° 


v notes with respect to - 

: 9 a. 1 don't believe I said that. 


10 a No, refer me. 

1C Can you show me the line where I said 


ii Q All right. All right. 

li that? 


:: MR SHEFFLER Let's mark that 

! 12 Q All nght Is it true, su, 


.3 next for identification, if you would. 

• l: that the starus review notes covered -- 


14 . 

14 the status review notes that you have here 


15 Thereupon. Wigand Exhibit 

covered all of the projects from March to 


16 No. 91 was marked for 

16 August of 1990° 


it purposes of identification 

! it a It may have. This is after the 


18 . 

ib January 1990 meeting m which the process 


19 THE COURT 91 Do you want to 

119 was established to review -- that the 


20 look at it? I suppose there is only one 

1 20 lawyers review and edit all research 


21 of that 

21 reports. 


22 MR SHEFFLER There is only one 

i 22 Q Su. can you answer my question? 


:: of that, your Honor, I'm sorry. 

123 a What? 


2* THE COURT All nght. 

24 q Is it true that all the 
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1 MS WERTHEIMER Am I correct. 

■ i research - all of the research projects 


2 these are his notes from the last tune? 

2 that were being conducxd at Southampton. 


3 MR SHEFFLER I'm going to ask 

3 during the tune penod of March to August 


J him that. 

a of 1990. were covered in this status 


5 BY MR SHEFFLER 

; review notes? 


6 Q Now. sir, what we have handed 

6 a They may or may not be. 1 don't 


' you as 91 is a document that -- if you 

' know It's after January, 1990. 


8 would identify for the record, please 0 

9 Q Well, su -- okay. 


9 a I can t read the cover. 

9 a Which there was an established 


10 q Well, look at the second page. 

; o policy that the lawyers would edit and vet 


li sir. 

11 research reports. 


12 a. It says Restricted Fundamental 

Q Okay. su. All nght. Now, is 


13 Research Center Work Program status review ; 3 it your claim, sir. that there were 


i 4 notes, covering the period of March to 

;u research projects, to your knowledge •- 


)5 August of 1990. issued by Ruchard Baker. 

und I don't want to hear about policy 


is copy number four. 

■A Remember, last tune we went through this 


17 q Now, sir. isn't it true that you 

. " long song and dance about policy Is it 


18 reviewed these status review notes at the 

18 your claim that there were research 


19 last deposition? 

•9 projects at Southampton that were not 


20 A I believe I have, yes. 

2 C summarized in the starus review notes. 


2: Q And isn’t it true at the last 

including the penod March to August, 


22 deposition, su. you testified that you 

22 1990° 


23 indeed had received this status review 

23 a After January of 1990 that is my 


24 notes 0 

:u contention, yes. 
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: Q That 5 your contention today 1 


; let me refresh my memory'’ 

: a Yes. still is, has been 


; q W'e will take a break and we will 

■ Q Just so we are very clear in the 


3 find u and we’ll refresh his 

* record, your contention today is when 


i recollection. That might be the easiest 

; Richard Baker sent you this status review. 


5 wav to do it rather than impeach him all 

" he left out intentionally certain projects 


6 over again. 

' that were being conducted at Southampton 


THE COURT All nght. 

8 from the time period of March to August. 


8 THE videograPHER Going off the 

9 1990? 


9 record. 

to a 1 don't know whether it was 


10 (Recess taken.) 

ii Richard Baker or Richard Baker's 


1; THE VTDEOGRAPHER Back on the 

id management or who But it was clearly an 


12 record, the time is approximately 9:30. 

13 established policy - 


13 BY MR SHEFFLER 

14 MS WERTHEIMER You need to 


14 q All right. Now. Mr. W'jgand. 

15 answer his question which is. were 


15 refemng to your last deposition, did we 

.6 reports -• research that was done was 


16 not discuss the work program reports that 

i" intentionally or unintentionally left out 


i’ you got and the bi-annual FRC status 

1 8 of the status renew notes that were sent 


1 8 review notes that you got? 

19 in this penod or any other period. 


19 a I believe we did. 

:o That's the question 


23 Q And at that time, sir, did we 

:i THE COURT Well. 1 think he has 


21 not show you a letter from Mr Baker to 

32 confined it to this penod of tune again 


22 you that was a cover letter enclosing the 

22 BY MR. SHEFFUER 


23 status review notes; do you recall that - ’ 

q We will stan with this penod. 


2 « It's Exhibit Number 50. 
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i This is the one he has reviewed, so we 


i a 1 will accept your 

2 will confine it to this period nght now. 


2 representation. 

3 March to August, 1990. 


3 Q And the letter, sir. said that. 

a A 1 believe there are 


4 the enclosed sums review notes give a 

: Q Okay Now. there is a 


: brief review of each project in the 

6 difference between the formal reports that 


t Fundamental Research Center over the last 

‘ issued from Southampton of research and 


- six months; do you recall that 1 

9 the status review notes of research; are 


8 a Yes 

i there not 1 


9 Q Do you recall me asking you. 

10 a There may be. [ think so. 


.0 sir. at the deposition the last time that 

II Q There may be 1 You testified 


.; you received a summary of each of the 

.1 last time there were. 


: 2 projects that was being conducted at the 

13 a 1 think there are. 


: 3 Fundamental Research Center on a six-month 

l« Q This is my problem, sir. My 


:u oasis’ 

1 5 understanding of your testimony last time 


:5 a 1 believe so. s. go ahead. 

16 was that yes you goi the summaries of the 


16 q And do you recall answering yes 

r reports but you didn't get the research 


r you did receive the summaries? 

IS reports themselves, that was your 


15 a Yes. I did. 

19 testimony last time in my understanding of 


19 Q So it is true that you - in the 

20 it. 


2D FRC you received in the FRC status review 

21 Now, we are going to go back in 


notes you received summaries of all the 

:: the record and find what you testified to 


22 research projects being conducted at the 

23 exactly, but that was my understanding 


23 fundamental Research Center in 

24 a Why don't we get that back and 


;u Southampton? 
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: \ Yes. I received the summaries. 

: Q Okay. So just so we are 

• clear, you are not contesting that the frc 
• i repons did summarize all of the projects 
5 being conducted ai the FRC in Southampton, 
s you are not contesting that today 1 
" A No. I received the sanitized 
5 summaries, yes. 

9 Q Strike the word sanitized. 

10 a I received the summanes. 

I;: Q Okay. Now, is it your 
! 2 contention, sir, that it was the reports 
1 3 of research that were sanitized or kept 
i* from you? 

is a It is the basic underlying data 
16 and information that was san:tired, as 

1 ’ well as probably the summary reports had 
is been sanitized also. 

19 Q How do you know that the summary 

20 reports were sanitized, sir 1 
2; a How do I know 1 Because that was 
:: the exisung policy, that was what I was 
23 told. 

Q Besides the exisung policy and 

Page 3003 

! besides what you may or may not have been 

2 told, do you have any basis -- have you 

3 seen any prior drafts of the FRC status 
a review notes? 

5 a. From time to time. Alan Heard - 
5 MS WERTHEIMER. The question 

* is about the status review notes. That’s 
3 where he started. 

9 Q We are going to start with the 

10 status review notes. Have you received or 

11 have you seen any prior drafts of status 
. 2 review notes? 

13 a. I may have received from Alan 

ia Heard or Ray Thornton - 

15 Q No. sir. I don’t want to know 

) 6 may have 1 want to know whether you did 

i' or you didn’t Strike that. Let’s start 

i 3 very, very basic 

)9 Just to set the background, the 
:o status review notes were prepared in 
:i Southampton, were they not? 
j:: a. I assume they were 

23 Q You assume. So you don’t know 1 

24 a I assume they were prepared in 


Curtin. Schneider & Lawrev 


i Southampton. 

■2 Q Bui that assumption is based 
■ 3 upon what 1 

a A Jusi that’s where they were 

5 issued from. 1 don’t know if they were 

6 prepared solely in Southampton. 

’ Q You don’t know where they were 

8 prepared? 

9 A They could have been prepared 

: :o there Southampton, they could have been 
! : i prepared in Millbank. they could have been 

12 in Wokking, they could have been a lots of 

13 places. 

. ia q You don’t know where they were 

15 prepared 1 

16 a They were issued from 
jr Southampton. 

18 Q Now, the drafts were issued from 

19 Southampton 1 
'20 a. Drafts oP 

I 21 Q Sir, this is a very -- the 
1 2 : status review papers are very long; are 
23 they not? They are roughly -- I don’t 
2 * know. 150 pages long. 

Page 3005 

I 1 a Yes 

j 2 Q Okay Is it conceivable, sir. 

3 thai there were previous drafts of the 
! a 150-page document 1 
i 5 a Is 11 conceivable that there 
6 were drafts of this document? I would 
■ imagine there were, 
j 8 Q Did you ever see any of the 
1 9 drafts 1 

10 a 1 may have. 

11 Q Did you or did you not 1 Think 

; 12 and tell me whether or not you saw any 

13 previous drafts of it. 

14 a I can't recall for sure. 

15 Q Now. the status review notes, as 

; 16 I understand and your testimony was prior 
. i' 10 this, that the status review notes were 

18 summanes of research being conducted at 

19 Southampton? 

20 a They were broad summaries of the 

21 research being conducted at Southampton 
;; q Why would you be given any prior 
•23 drafts of that research, of the status 

:« review notes? Why would anybody want tc_ 
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. don i see that stamped. 

pages of this report your notations as you 


2 Q Well. sir. if I have to show you 

j went through it last time; correct? 


> every single document before you are 

3 a That's correct. 


a willing to recali what was stamped 

i q Now. sir, 1 would like to hand 

i 

5 a no mev-cl lent confidential we will be 

5 you another document that 1 would like 


6 here a long time Do 1 have to do that’ 

6 marked as Exhibit 92. 


' a If vou fed it necessary you go 

' . 


i ahead. 

a Thereupon, Wigand Exhibit 


{ 0 I'm going to ask you. sir, were 

9 No. 92 was marked for 


10 there any Fundamental Research Center work 

10 purposes of ltoiuficanon 


11 program status review notes sent to you 

11 . 


i: with the stamp anomev-client 

12 BY MR SHEFFLER 


13 confidential 1 

• 13 Q Firsi of all. sir, the research 


lu a 1 don't believe so. 

! i u reports, that generated from Southampton, 


15 Q Okav Now. sir. as 1 understand 

i< had what types of prefixes or suffixes; do 


.6 your contention, at least last time, it 

16 you know what type of prefix? 


i* was that the research reports, not the 

1 ? a I can't recall. 


18 summary review notes, not the status 

18 Q Were they all notated with 


19 summary review notes, but it was the 

, .9 either an RD or a T oraP 1 


20 formal reports of the research itself from 

j 20 A I can't recall. 


:i Southampton that was sent to Kendrick 

! 21 0 You can t recall? 


22 Wells before sending to you. Am I correct 

':: A. No. 


23 in my understanding? 

::j q We talked about Richard Baker at 


:« a Yes. 

iZ4 the last deposition. And we also 
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1 
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! Q All right So we have now 

i discussed the fact that he was the person 


: established for the record finally that 

. 2 who was responsible for sending and 


3 vou did receive the summaries of all of 

3 distributing the Fundamental Research 


u the research done at Southampton through 

a Center annual status review notes; is that 


i 5 the status review notes and the work 

5 comet? 


6 program notes, and it is the research 

1 6 a Um-hum. 


' reports that you claim were verted or 

’ Q And do you recall today, sir. 


8 somehow or other intercepted by Kendrick 

8 what Dr Baker's position was at 


9 Wells before they were sent to you; is 

9 Southampton? 


10 that correct 1 

10 a Do 1 recall 1 1 think he was 


i i a 1 believe that's correct 

11 director of research. 


i: Q That's your claim, right 1 

.2 0 Or group leader of the smoke 


13 \ Yes 

.3 research group 1 


iu Q And then vou reviewed one 

14 a That could be FRC 


12 particular status review notes to see 

15 Q Research manager in Southampton ’ 


is which of those summarized projects were 

16 a. That could have been his title, 


i 1 withheld from vou; is that right? 

i: yeah. 


18 a To th: best of my recollection 

18 q Let me hand you a document which 


19 at the time 1 tried to go through these 

19 we have marked as Wigand 92. And you wi 

1) 

:c and pick out areas that I thought may be 

20 see, sir. that that is an affidavit where 


21 areas which I was prevented from seeing or 

21 Richard Baker does solemnly and sincerely 


:: had been vetted. 

22 affimt the following, and there is a 


23 Q Okay. And you annotated on 

23 number of paragraphs; do you see that 1 Do 


;u Post-its which you attached to vinous 

24 vou see that, sir 1 
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Pige ?0lo [ 

* Yeah. 1m reading «. 

l And I can t do anything about it. 


: q Look at the, if you would, sir, 

2 MR SHEFFLER i m not sure 


3 this fourth page 

3 what the objection is. 


* a Can 1 read it all? 

4 THE COURT Let me look at the 


5 Q Just look at the fourth page. 

5 exhibit and get in my mind -• you all are 


* Is that Richard Baker's signature? Have 

5 ahead of me because you have copies and I 


' you ever seen Richard Baker's signature 

’ don't 


s before'’ 

8 MR .ALDOCK It was not on the 


5 A I think it's Richard Baker's 

9 record. 1 have nothing on the record, but 


10 signature. 

10 1 recall my colleague's speech about the 


11 Q All right, sir. If you would -- 

: n Post-its being taken off And I thought 


i: vou can take your time to read it but I'm 

12 there was agreement on this side that it 

i 

13 going to direct my questions right now- to 

ji3 would be done. 


; ■> paragraph number four. 

■ I* MR SHEFFLER i don’t recall 


15 MR. aldock. I think we should 

15 that at all. I really don't. 1 said yes? 


16 read the whole document. The whole 

.16 MS WERTHEIMER Yes. 


1 * affidavit. 

1 !? MR SHEFFLER I don't recall 


19 Q Sure, read it, it's not that 

18 that. Is there — can we go off the 


19 long. 

19 record for a minute? 


2C MR ALDOCK I must say. 

20 (Discussion held off the 


21 counsel. ! understood and 1 thought I put 

• 21 record.) 


on the record that the Post-its were going 

i 22 MR. SHEFFLER Back on the 


to be removed from the document that he 

23 record- 


24 had because that was his internal work and 

24 THE VTDEOGRAPHER Back on the 
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Page 301- 

. that we weren't going to have -• what 

, i record, the tune is approximately 9:50. 


2 little Post-its he put on were to be 

■ 2 BY MR SHEFFLER. 


3 removed when it went back. I'm a little 

; 3 Q Now, sir. your review of the 


4 surprised by all this. I thought we put 

a status review notes of August - of 


5 that on the record 

5 March to August of 1990. I'm trying to 


6 MR SHEFFLER 1 don't recall 

6 read that upside down. 


■ that. If it's on the record --1 don’t 

* A March to August 1990. 


9 recall that. If you can find it and show 

8 q Do you recall whether that 


9 it to me I will respond. But 1 certainly 

9 contained projects that according to you 


13 don't recall that 

;0 were of a contentious areas, i.e. 


n MR aldock. i don't know, I 

11 biological testing and assays, was that 


12 don’t have it 

i: contained within this document’ The 


1 3 MR SHEFFLER I mean the whole 

;; table of contents, sir. is - 


14 purpose of this was to give him an 

.4 a I'm looking at them right now. 


'.5 opportunity to go through it so that we 

; 5 Okay. Your question is now? 


'.6 could then respond. 

is o Was the projects dealing with 


i: MR. ALDOCK I didn't s« the 

;• the so-called contentious issue of 


18 purpose of this, that he would look at 

18 biological testing and assays dealt with 


19 things, he would put Post-its on. you 

,9 in this document? 


2 D would come back at a second deposition 

20 a • think there is a topic here. 


21 unth an affidavit by somebody else with 

search for additional bioassays, page 46. 


22 regard to his Post-its. 1 mean, that ts 

22 Q That was an area, sir. that you 


23 rot. 1 would have thought, the use of the 

23 claim was comennous; correct? 


24 deposition process. But you have done it 

;j a Reduction of other noxae. 
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. Q Sir. sir - 

: a Okay. 

3 Q Yes or no. 

■» a Yes. 

5 Q And your claim is that reports 

6 of such research were sent to Kendrick 
' Wells before they were delivered to 

s Jeffrey Wigand; is that correct? 

9 A. Yes. 

10 Q Now, sir. isn't it a fact and 

l; true that all reports, all formal research 
;: reports generated by the FRC Southampton 
. 3 scientists of the research projects listed 
j 14 m this FRC. March to August, 1990. where 

5 sent to you? 

: 6 a Edited copies were sent to me. 

r yes. 

:8 Q Sir - 

19 a Final copies 

20 Q Sir, all reports, even those 
dealing with biological assays and 

22 testings, were sent directly to you 1 
a. All final reports were sent to 
:« me. 

Page 3019 

i Q Directly 1 

: a After they had been reviewed. 

3 edited, whatever 1 got the final 
* reports. 

? Q Here is your claim. Your claim 

6 is that the reports were sent to Kendnck 
■ Wells And your claim is that m certain 

8 contentious areas he sent some of them 

9 back, he edited some, he stamped some 

10 attorney-client privilege and then he sent 
;: them to you. That's your claim. You have 

made that claim repeatedly, tunc and time 
13 and ume again. 

,4 But isn't it true, sir, that 
if that's false. The reports were directly 
16 sent to you. You received them directly. 

P You signed for them, and you sent the 

18 signed slip back to Southampton reflecting 

19 you got them 1 

20 a I never signed a slip for them. 

21 Q You never signed a slip for 

22 them? 

23 A No. Show me where I signed a 

24 slip for receiving a report. _ 


Pice ;g:c 

1 q You didn't sign any 1 
: THE COURT Dr. Wigand. the 

3 ultimate question is. are you denying that 
j you received the reports directly. That 
? means direct from somebody to you. From 
6 Mj Baker to you or from somebody to you 
' other than passing through the hands of 

8 Kendnck Wells 1 Are you denying that you 
■ 9 received them directly 1 

10 THE WITNESS: i received some 

11 reports directly. 

: 12 THE COURT Have you read the 

13 affidavit? 

14 THE WITNESS No. I have not 

1 > THE COURT. I will give you an 
. is opportunity to read the affidavit of Mr. 

V Richard Baker. Review that again, then. 

18 THE WITNESS (Witness complies 

,19 with request) 

20 MR SHEFFLER It's not that 

21 long an affidavit, your Honor. We have a 

22 tune constraint here today 

23 THE WITNESS I'm sorry. !'m 

. 24 going to read it. __ 

'j Page 302? 

1 MR SHEFFLER. 1 know. sir. but 

2 it's not that long. Unless you have 

3 trouble reading it. 

4 MR aLDOCK It took you a lot 
< longer to prepare it I bet. 

6 MR. SHEFFLER 1 didn’t prepare 
• it. actually It was prepared by Dr. 

6 Baker. 

9 THE COURT .Are you finished 
:o now 1 

. i THE WITNESS Yes, I have read 
.2 it through one. 

; 3 THE COURT Go ahead, Mr 

;i Sheffler 

15 3Y MR SHEFFLER 

,6 Q Have you read the affidavit, 

P sir 1 

. 8 a Yes. 

:> Q 1 want to direci your attention 
2C to paragraph four. Okay? 

21 a Urn-hum. 

22 Q All formal research reports, 

23 i.e. those bearing the references, quote. 

24 R Si D. end quote. T and. quote , P. end _ 
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quote, generated by the FRC Southampton 
scientists of ihe research projects listed 
m the FRC status review notes were 
distributed to Brown & Williamson; do you 
see that 1 
•v LTi-hum. 

Q It also says these repons were 
sequentially numbered, eg T23C, T231. et 
cetera, and sent to Dr. Wigand at B & W 
accompanied by a receipt slip which 
Dr Wigand was asked io sign and return. 
Do you see that' 1 
A Yes. 

Q Does that refresh your 
recollection that the research reports 
generated at Southampton were sent not to 
Kendrick Wells to be delivered to you but 
directly to you? 


I correct' 1 

i MR ALDOCK. That was not the 
i testimony. 

a MR SHEFFLER: He just said 

5 it's correct. 

6 MR ALDOCK The ''all" was never 
■ in the testimony. 

i 8 THE WITNESS i didn t say all 

9 ever. 

10 BY SIR SHEFFLER 

11 Q All right. All right Now that 
; 12 your counsel has refreshed your 

13 recollection, is it true that all the 
M reports were sent through Kendnck Wells 
.15 to you? Yes or no 
! 16 Get me the transcript from 
.I? Tuesday. 

18 THE COURT What s your answer. 


.9 a 1 don't ihink that says that 

19 Dr Wigand? 

20 here 

20 THE WITNESS I'm thinking. 

;; Q It says. sir. that these reports 

21 your Honor 

22 were sent to Dr Wigand Is that mie or 

22 THE COURT All right. 

M false? 

23 THE WITNESS I believe some of 

24 a. They could have been sent 

24 the reports did not always go through 

Page 30231 Page 3025 

i through Kendnck Wells to Dr. Wigand. 

1 Kendnck Wells, those that were not 

2 Q No. u doesn’t say that. It 

2 conientious. 

3 says they were sent to Dr Wigand 

3 BY MR SHEFFLER 

4 accompanied by a receipt slip which 

4 Q Now. sir. now I'm confused 

5 Dr. Wigand was asked to sign and return 

5 Have you stated publicly before, sir. that 

6 a. 1 read the affidavit. Go ahead. 

6 the procedure was to send the reports to 

* Q That's what it says. Are you 

? Kendnck Wells before sending them to you. 

8 you saying that it is incorrect? 

8 the research reports from Southampton, is 

9 a 1 m saying it is incorrect in 

9 that your testimony? 1 

.0 some cases, yes. 

ID a. It was the procedure for 

1 . Q Sir. before you rectified that 

11 Kendnck Wells, in conjunction with Ray 

; 2 all the research reports were sent to 

12 Thornton or independently, to review the 

: 3 Kendnck Wells and then delivered lo you. 

1 3 research reports before they were finally 

14 Some of them were sent back - 

• 14 issued. 

15 MR ALDOCK. Objection, that 

! 15 O I'm not--sir. you have a lot 

16 wasn't the testimony 

16 of contentions I'm dealing with a 

it q That's right All the reports 

17 specific one I'm dealing with your 

18 were sent to Kendnck Wells Some of them 

. is contention that pursuant to policy the 

19 were sent back, some of them were 

1 19 research reports from Southampton were 

20 delivered on to you. and some of them were 

20 sent to Kendnck Wells and then delivered 

2 1 stamped with attorney-client pnvilege and 

21 to you. 

22 some of ihem were verted. 

22 a. 1 believe that was the policy 

23 MR .ALDOCK Objection 

23 Q Was that earned out in your 

24 q That was your testimony, 

24 estimation? 

Q /l rra \f\‘ T * - Pi." * f " "* 
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; a I believe it was 

. then Kendnck Wells did one of three 

; Q So the research reports from 

2 things with them 

!• Southampton. were sent to Kendnck Wells 

3 Either he sent them on to know 

i and then he delivered them to you* That's 

4 to you. The contentious ones he stamped 

f what you are claiming in this case 

5 anomeychent privilege Sent some of 

6 a 1 would say afteT January of 

6 those back, sent some of them to you. and 

" 1990 that was the routine practice, yes 

’ vetted some of them’ 

8 Q Okay. And you told Mike Wallace 

8 a That's exactly what I said. yes. 

5 that the formal reports from Southampton 

9 Q So he sent -- according to you. 

10 were sent to Kendnck Wells, not to you. 

10 the reports went to Kendnck Wells first. 

u isn't that right' 1 

U That was your testimony before. 

:: A The draft reports. 

12 a 1 didn't say all. did I? 

;3 Q No. no. you said the formal 

13 Q Well - 

1 a reports from Southampton were sent to 

14 a Did I say all reports’ 

If Kendnck Wells before they were delivered 

if Q Okay. Okay, fine. Now you are 

16 to you. That's what you said to Mike 

16 claiming ** 

r Wallace, and at least you tesnfied to 

P a Did I say all reports’ 

18 that at page 2235 on the November 12th. 

18 Q When somebody says the formal 

:9 1996 That's what you said before. 

19 research reports out Southampton were sent 

20 The question is: Sir, did you 

20 to Kendnck Wells so they would be 

:: tell him the formal reports from 

21 screened by turn before they sent them to 

22 Southampton were sent to Kendnck Wells? 

22 you. that suggests, sir, that the formal 

23 Did you tell him that? Your answer. 1 

23 research reports were sent to Kendnck 

2 a believe I may have, yes Question, before 

24 Wells. Now you are saying some of the 

Page 3027 

Page 3029 

i they were sent to you? I believe 1 said 

1 formal research repons were? 

2 that to him. yes. And the "him" was Mike 

2 a 1 didn't say all. did 1? 

3 Wallace’ 

3 Q Okay. sir. All nght. sir. 

a a 1 still contend that's true. 

4 What percentage of research reports were 

5 yes. 

5 sent to Kendnck Wells? 

6 Q So the formal research reports 

6 A I don't know • 

' according to you were sent to Kendnck 

' 0 Which reports were sent to 

3 Wells and Kendnck Wells then delivered 

8 Kendnck Wells? 

9 them to you? 

9 a 1 don’t know 

10 A The draft reports. 

10 Q Which reports were sent to 

11 Q No. formal reports, sir. 

ii Kendnck Wells, you don't know’ 

i 2 a Formal, draft are the same thing 

12 a 1 can t enumerate which reports 

13 to me right now 

■ 13 were sent. 

14 Q Okay Mr Wigand. it is untrue. 

1 4 q Which types of reports were sent 

: 5 is it not. that the formal research 

if to Kendnck Wells? 

i 6 reports from Southampton were sent to 

16 a. What types of repons’ 

P Kendnck Wells and then delivered to you. 

Q Those dealing with biological 

1 8 Thev were sent directly to you; were they 

13 testing? 

;9 not’ 

13 a. Those dealing with biological 

20 a Not in all cases, no. 

23 testing and those — 

2i Q Well, when you were testifying 

2 i Q Okay Let's deal with that 

22 before, sir. you didn't say it was only in 

:: first 

23 some cases. Your testimony was the formal 

23 a •- dealing with contentious 

24 reports were sent to Kendnck Wells and 

areas 

^ A. - r. - r. N f\ 
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. Q You claim that biological 

I sir. you see there are a number of 

: testing were sent to Kendrick Wells before 

: receipts attached. 

3 being sent to you You have also told us 

5 a Where are we° 

i that in the FRC report that you have 

4 MR. WALLACE The affidavit. 

5 examined now. there were projects being 

5 Q The back of the affidavit. Turn 

6 conducted and summarized m the FRC report 

6 to the very end of the affidavit and the 

' dealing with biological testing? 

’ exhibits 

s a That's correct. 

8 a Okay 

9 Q And bioassays'’ 

9 Q And you see that there is 

iC a That is correct. 

10 various research receipts. You see the 

11 Q Now, it’s your claim that those 

11 very last page, from Dr. .’SW Wigand. 

i: reports went to Kendnck Wells before you 

12 B & W. JSW. June, 19th, 1990. JSW do you 

13 got them? 

13 see that stamp 7 

M a. And they were edited and 

14 a Yes. 

IS sanitized and then issued. 

1 * Q Isn’t that your stamp? 

16 Q To you’ 

16 a. Yes. it is. 

1 - a Yes. 

17 Q Did you stamp that and send it 

.8 Q From Kendnck Wells 0 

18 back to them 0 

i» a Either from Kendnck Wells or 

19 a. I didn't stamp it and send it 

:o from FRC. 

20 back 

2; Q Su. your testimony was the 

21 Q Your secretary stamped it. sir 0 

:: reports went to Kendrick Wells who then 

22 A 1 imagine my secretary stamped 

Z3 gave them to you. That was your 

23 it and sent it back. 

Z4 testimony. Formal research reports out of 

24 Q This report that this receipt 

Page 3031 
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l Southampton were sent to Kendnck Wells, 

i goes to went to you. correct? 

: would be screened by him before he sent 

2 a This particular receipt I 

3 them to you. Is that your testimony 0 

3 believe it could have. yes. 

i Answer, or sent back to U K. So they were 

a q It could have? 

? screened by him. sent to vou. or sent back 

5 a Yeah, it has the stamp on it. 

6 to the U K. There were three iterations; 

, 6 Q It didn't come from Kendnck 

3 one. they would be sent back completely. 

; - Wells to you, sir. it came to you •• 

8 number two, they would be edited or 

8 a I have no idea I didn t stamp 

9 modified in terms ot language, or they 

9 it. 1 didn't stamp this. It's not my 

10 were lei go. let go through 

10 signature. 

; 1 Is that vour testimony? 

n Q Okay. sir. Is it your claim 

12 a Yes. 

i: that Kendnck Wells somehow or another got 

u Q Well, sir, you see Mr Baker's 

13 your stamp and stamped these repons 1 

u affidavit, he says that he sent all the 

14 a The testimony that you are 

15 reports to vou. All the formal reports 

15 asking me to look at. okay, or the 

16 were sent to vou. 

. 6 affidavit, these reports were accompanied 

;7 a That's Mr Baker's recollection. 

i ;7 by a receipt by which Dr. Wigand was asked 

18 Q Weil, he also says a receipt for 

: ;8 to sign and return. 1 never signed 

19 each of the reports was sent to you; do 

19 anything. 

20 you recall that now 0 

20 Q You stamped it instead 0 

21 a No. 1 don't. But I'm sure you 

,21 a Did 1 sign it? 

22 have that and you can show that to me. 

22 THE COURT Dt. Wigand. don't 

23 Q 1 do and I will show it to you. 

23 ask the questions, please. 

;i If you look ai the back of the document. 

24 o You didn't sign it, you stamped 0 

•» n ..., 
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; a I did not Stamp it. 

. a What ts Exhibit 4 1 

: Q You didn't stamp it? 

2 Q Paragraph four of the affidavit 

3 a 1 did not stamp it. 

3 THE COURT Paragraph four of 

■> 0 And u wasn’t stamped by your 

4 the affidavit. 

5 secretary at vour direction 1 

5 THE WITNESS 1 would say 

s A I'm sorrv 1 

5 that's incorrect then 

' Q It wasn t stamped by your 

1 Q You would say that paragraph 

s secretary at your direction? 

8 four is incorrect? 

9 THE COURT Did your secretary 

9 a Um-hum. Not totally correct 

10 have the authority to stamp things on your 

1 C Q It's not totally correct because 

11 behalf 1 

11 of w hat? What s incorrect 1 

12 THE WITNESS All the mad that 

12 a Well - 

15 came in my secretary would stamp with a 

13 MS. WERTHEIMER Beyond asked to 

u date, irrespective of where they came 

14 sign and return. We have established 

!S from. 

15 that -- 

16 THE COURT Did anybody else 

is Q The sign may be a stamp, but 

12 have access to vour stamp? 

IT beyond that. sir. what's incorrect 1 j 

is the witness [imagine •• 

ISA. All formal reports generated-- t 

19 THE COURT OthcT than your 

19 Well, n says in the first pan of it. all 

20 secretarv or you? 

20 dismbuted to Brown & W'illiamson. These 

:i THE WITNESS [ never stamped 

21 reports were sequentially numbered. Were 

22 anv mail 

22 all the reports sent to me sequentially, 

23 THE COURT Did anybody else 

23 all? 

24 other than your secretary have access to 

24 0 They were not sent to you 

Page 3035! Page 303“ 

i your stamp 1 

’ sequentially, no, sir. They were numbered 

: THE WITNESS Anybody that 

2 sequentially but they were sent 10 you in 

3 could have been backing up Martha from 

3 the order they were sent to you. It 

4 time to time could have stamped mail that 

4 doesn't say they were sent to you 

2 came in with my stamp. 

< sequentially It says they were numbered 

6 3Y MR SHEFFUER: 

6 sequentially 

1 q Sir, I'm just trying to get your 

* a 1 would take issue with all 

8 claims down here. Is it snll your claim 

8 formal research reports were sent directly 

9 thai the research repons were sent to 

9 to me It doesn't say directly to roe. 

10 Kendnck Wells who delivered them to you 

1C They were sent to — 1 

u or is it now your claim that the research 

11 q Do you take issue with the 

12 reports were sent to you? 

12 accuracy of the affidavit at paragrapn | 

n MR ALDOCK Are you talking 

1 3 four as it is written? 

14 about the delivery 1 The actual delivery? 

14 a Yes. 

15 MR SHEFFLER i m talking about 

15 Q And what is the thing that you 

16 the formal research repons. I'm talking 

16 say is untrue or inaccurate 1 

it about his claim that the forma) research 

1 " a First of all. all research 

18 reports were sent to Kendrick Wells who 

18 reports. Second, all these reports were 

.9 then sent them to him. That was his 

19 sent to me. h doesn't say directly to 

20 claim. 

20 me. 

21 And 1 am asking him if that's 

■ 21 Q Sir. it says all formal research 

2 : true. 

22 repons -- 

23 Q If it's true, then Exhibit 4 is 

2J a Were sent to Brown & Williamson 

24 contrary; is tt not? 

24 Q — were dismbuted to Brown & 
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: Williamson Is that untrue’ 

: a Brown & Williamson is a very 

• large corporation. 

• q is that untrue’ 

• a Were they sent to Brown & 

‘ Williamson? Yeah. Thai could have also 
■ encompass the law depanment. 
s Q Let's just deal with the fust 
9 sentence. Is the first sentence true? 

:o a All research reports generated 
, i by FRC •• I would lake issue with the word 

i: •iir. 

13 0 There was a research, formal 
.* research report generated by FRC 
: 5 scientists of the research projects listed 
.6 in the FRC notes Exhibit A. March to 
1' August. 

18 4 Let me suggest to you a better 

19 way of wording this. All final research 

20 reports, formal research reports were 

21 sent. All final I would say thai would 
:: make it more accurate All final research 
23 reports. Better yet all edited research 

U reports would even be better 

Page 3039 

1 Q Okay Were these reports sent 

2 io you. sir? I'm going - we will 

3 pursue this down as far as you want to go 
i Were these reports that you claim were 

5 edited and final sent to you? 

6 A. Yes. 

' 0 Directly to Brown & Williamson 

8 to you? 

9 a. I don't know if they went 

10 through directly -- 
i l Q Well, you have made certain 
i: claims. You understand, what we are doing 
:3 is addressing certain claims you have made 
i» in the past. Now. I cannot prevent you 
15 from changing your claims, and I encourage 
:6 you to do so if you recall that what you 
:' said in the past was somehow different 
is than what you recall now 

19 But you have to deal with the 

20 claims at the outset because that's what I 

21 want to address. Now, I'm trying to 

22 struggle here with a claim that you made. 

23 The first claim that you made 
;i that I want to address is that formal 
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1 research reports out of Southampton were 

2 sent to Kendrick Wells would be screened 

3 by him before he sent them to you. That s 
u the claim i want to address Okay? 

5 a This affidavit doesn't address 

6 that 

: - THE COURT Well, that's not 
, s responsive and that's your conclusion. 

9 Q Now. first of all, is it true or 
: io is it false that tie formal research 
11 reports out of Southampton, some or ail - 
.12 stnkethat. 

113 Is it true that all formal 
u research reports out of Southampton were 
15 sent to Kendnck Wells who would then send 
: is them on to you after he screened them’ 
i 17 A That may be an inaccurate 

18 statement. 

19 Q. That’s inaccurate Okay. Is it 

20 true, sir, that some research reports out 

21 of Southampton - some formal research 
,22 reports out of Southampton were sent to 

j 23 Kendnck Wells who would screen them 
2* before Kendnck sent them on to you; is 

r " page 3041 

■ i that inaccurate or false'’ 

; : a I think that's a fair statement. 

: 3 Q Thai's a true statement? 

i a Yes. 

; q Now, according to this 

6 affidavit, those reports, the formal, all 
- formal research reports, were distnbuted 

8 io Brown & Williamson. It goes on io 

9 say - now. is that true? 

>0 a 1 assume it’s true. 

11 Q Then it goes on to say. these 

12 reports were sequentially numbered and 

13 sent to Dr Wigand ai B St W; is that true 1 
:a a 1 read that, ves 

:5 Q Is it true -- is it a true 
. s statement of what happened 0 
i- a That they sent them to Brown & 
is Williamson and then they were sent to me. 
iv that's what this statement says’ 

2C 0 No, it says they were sent to 

21 Dr Wigand at B 4 W. Do we have to get 

22 Dr 3aker to come back in here and say 

23 when he says that these reports were sent 

24 to Dr. Wigand he means ihese reports were ___ 
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. believe w hat he is asking you is. 

i A Um-hum. 1 recall that. yes. 


: regardless of whatever form you say they 

2 Q But in fact, sir, isn't it true 


3 came to you in. sanitized or otherwise, he 

3 that the research reports from Southampton 


j is asking you now would you agree that 

4 were accompanied by a return receipt slip. 


? they did come directly to you from 

5 isn't that true? 


6 Southampton rather than through Kendrick 

6 a. That appears that way. yes 


* Wdls. Would you agree with that? 

' ' q It appears that way 7 You were 


3 THE WITNESS No, I can't agree 

a the bead of R St D and you don't even know 


9 with that, your Honor. 

9 how you got research reports from 

1 

1 

;o THE COURT You are still saying 

10 Southampton? 


i: you received them from Kendrick Wells? 

11 a Delivered to my desk. 


12 the witness I would say some 

; 12 unpackaged, and put on my desk by my 


: 3 of them 1 received from Kendnck Wells 

113 secretary. 


.4 All I can say is they were received by my 

'|4 q All right, sir. Is it or is it 


:? office based on them. 

■ 15 not true that the research reports from 


16 3Y MR SHEFFLER 

16 Southampton had to be signed for and a 


it q Directly from Southampton' 

,r receipt sent back to Southampton upon 


i g a. No, they could have gone from 

1 IS receipt 7 


i9 Southampton through Kendnck Wells to me. 

119 a It appears that that was the 


20 Q Why is the receipt from you? 

i 20 process. 


21 The practice was -- you were there for 

■ 21 Q It appears? 


22 four years. Certainly, you know the 

22 a. Well, my secretary stamped it 


23 practice dealing with research reports 

23 and sent tt back. 


24 from Southampton. You should know that. 

2« Q Before you saw this affidavit 
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i Sir, you should know that, do you 7 

! l you didn’t know- that 7 


2 a Go ahead. 

■ 2 A. I didn't recall it at that time 


3 Q Do you know the -• do you 

1 3 Q You didn’t know that 7 


4 know, sir. how the Fundamental Research 

■ 4 A. I didn't recall n at that time 


5 Science Center research reports were 

5 Q. I'm asking you, sir, did you 


6 distributed to Brown & Williamson, do you 

6 know it 7 


’ know that 7 

i ■ a Know what? 


8 a. After January 1990, yeah. I 

a Q That the reports from 


9 think I understand how it works. 

9 Southampton were accompanied by a receipt 


10 Q Okay, sir. Do you know It 

10 which had to be stamped and sent back to 


n before 1990? 

11 Southampton indicating that the report was 


i2 a l think before 1990 - 

12 received 7 


13 Q Do you or don’t you? It's a yes 

: 13 a Now that you mention it. I 


14 or no question. 

14 recall it. 


15 A. I think 1 generally understand. 

i; Q Now. you recall it? 


IS Q Generally, sir. You are the 

16 a. Now that you mention it. yeah. 


r head of the R & D. You should know 

it Q Now, sir. that you recall that. 


18 specifically; should you not? 

18 since the reports had to be signed for and 


19 a. 1 just don't recall at this 

.a the return receipt sent, isn't it correct 


20 time. 1 think I generally understand it. 

; 20 that you or your secretary at your 


21 q You recall enough to claim that 

direction received the reports and sent 


22 the reports were sent to Kendnck Wells 

22 them back to Southampton? 

, 

23 then he delivered them to you. You 

23 a I never signed or stamped a 


24 recalled that. 

24 document that 1 received it. 

_! 
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i THE COURT Answer his question. 

: That's not what he is asking you. He said 
:• you or youi secretary 

4 THE WITNESS My secretary did 

5 I never signed anything 

6 3YMR SKEFFLER 

~ q Okay So the reports came to 
i you or came to your office from 

9 Southampton and your secretary stamped 

10 them and sent the receipts back? 

11 A Or from the 18th floor 

i: Q Sir. if they came to the 18th 
1 3 floor why did you sign as having received 
>4 them and sent the receipt back to 
)5 Southampton? Why didn't the 18th floor do 
16 that'’ 

r A. 1 don't know. Maybe you want to 
: 8 ask the 18th floor. 

19 Q Sir. you don’t even know how you 

20 got these reports, do you? 

21 A. They arrived on my desk. 

22 Q You don't know where they came 

23 from, do you? 

24 a 1 believe they ~ 
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i Q You believe. You don t know 
: where they came from. You didn't even 

3 know they had to have receipts until we 

4 showed you you signed for the receipts to 
< send back to Southampton? 

6 a 1 recall after you mentioned it, 

' yes. 

8 Q How can you make these wild. 

9 wild claims that Kendnck Wells sent them 

10 to you? 

11 a Because that's what happened. 

12 Q You don't know that, sir. you 

13 are making that up. There is no way that 

14 you can say that Kendrick Wells sent you 
is these reports of Ed Massey and Jams, et 
16 cetera, et cetera, and call Baker a liar 

it when you don't even know how you got the 

18 reports because you claim now your 

19 secretary got them, stamped them, and sent 

20 the receipts back to Southampton Isn't 

21 that your testimony’ 

22 a. I knew the procedure the way it 

23 was 

24 Q You didn't open up the packages 
Curtin. Schneider & Lawrrv 
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: of the reports, did you’ 

2 a No. I didn't. 

3 Q Now, your claim is your 
a secretary did all this’ 

< a I never opened up any mail when 

3 1 was there. 

■ Q Now. you claim your secretary 

8 did this, right’ 

9 a Opened the mail. yes. 

10 Q And stamped the receipts and 
1; i sent them back to the sender, right’ 

02 A. I believe that s what happened. 

13 Q We have the receipts sent back 
• 14 to the senfcr, i.e. Southampton research 
1 15 center stamped with your stamp, right’ 

16 A Yes. 

l* Q How do you claim now. sir. that 
; ii these all came to Mr. Wells who then sent 
' 19 them to your secretary and she stamped the 
20 receipt and sent back to sender, i.e. 

,21 Southampton, the stamped receipt? How can 

122 you make that claim’ 

123 A. Easy, it's what happened. It's 
24 the truth. 

Page 305? 

I O It's what happened Mr. Wigan d. 

, : you have to recognize, sir. that when the 
: 3 proof is overwhelming to suggest you got 

4 these receipts directly, and your office 
? signed the receipt and sent it back to 

e Southampton -- you have got to recognize 
? it is a bit incredible for you to sit here 
1 and say no that didn t happen, something 
9 else happened. 

■ 10 a 1 don't think this proves 

;i anyihing. 

12 Q I know you don't, sir You 

13 don't think anything proves anything 

;a because you think you are entitled to make 
;5 any claims you want based on nothing, and 
!6 in strict contravention to the proof. And 
r yet you think you are entitled to do that, 

18 don t you? 

: .9 a ! don't view this as proof. I ; 

20 think that will be determined later 
2! Q All right. Now, let's go on to 

22 the specific reports. 

23 THE WITNESS Can we take a 

24 break. Judge? __ 
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: the COURT Let's wait a few 


] 

0 Clearly the work that you claim 


: minutes. 


- 

was contentious; right 1 


; 0 Let's go on to the specific 


3 

a Yes. 


‘ repons 


4 

Q Clearly the work that you claim 


5 First of all. sir. is it your 


< 

the reports of which came to you from 


5 testimony that you did not receive reports 


s 

Kendnck Wells, correct? 


* on additional in vitro bioassays 0 


r 

a Yes. 


6 a I did not receive all the 


6 

Q And. in fact, sir, when you 


9 reports, nor did 1 receive all the data. 


? 

reviewed this, did you make some notes 


10 Q Let's look at 901.10.100. 


10 

about this report? 


ii a In the summary report? 


II 

a .Are you talking about the notes 


:: Q In the summary report. 


12 

that are on here now 0 


13 A Okay These ire summary reports 


13 

Q This project, yes. Did you make 


m we are dealing with? 


14 

some notes 0 


l< Q That's exactly right, we are 



a. 1 made some notes, yes. 


it dealing with summary reports. 


16 

Q What did the notes say 0 


1 " a. Can you directed me to a page? 


*7 

A. Saw biodata couldn J have data. 


.5 Q If you look. sir. it is the last 


IS 

MR. ALDOCK. Go ahead. 


.9 sticker. 


19 

THE WITNESS And only report 


20 a. Last red sucker 0 


20 

summary report 


21 O Yeah. 


21 

9Y MR. SHEFTIER 


:: a Okay 


22 

Q. Only report summary report 0 


23 MS WERTHEIMER: What IS the 


23 

.a. Urn-hum. 


:•» bates number’’ 


24 

Q What’s it say on the next page 0 
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1 THE WITNESS <62200421. IS 


1 

a Company position, bioassav and 


2 that correct 1 


2 

smoke project couldn't have onsite. 


3 Q Mine is cut off. I’m looking at 


X 

complex mixture. 


j the affidavit 


4 

Q So. if 1 understand what your 


5 Now, sir, in reviewing this 


< 

position is today, sir. and your claim is 


6 report of March to August, this sums 


6 

that such reports on bioassays came to you 


‘ review notes, this was a summary report of 


r 

from Kendnck Wells because of company 


s a project area that was entitled 


s 

position, not from the FRC. is that right 1 


9 additional in vitro bioassays, right? 


9 

A Kendnck Wells edited these 


13 a Yes. that's what it says on the 


10 

significantly before they got to me. yeah. 


II top, ves. 


11 

q They came to you from Kendnck 


12 q The persons responsible for 


12 

Wells not from Southampton; is that 


; 3 doing this research were Ed Massey and 


\x 

correct? Yes or no. 


14 S.E. Jarvis 0 


J4 

a 1 think that s correct. 


15 a Yes. 


] < 

Q And. in fact, in this one in 


16 Q And the report was to look at. 


16 

panicular you never saw the final report. 


1 " develop and evaluate responsive smoke in 


r 

all you saw was the summary report; is 


is systems using mammalian cells in order to 


IS 

that correct? 


19 complement and extend data obtainable with 


19 

a Based on my recollection when 1 


20 the Ames test. Do you see that? 


20 

first saw this back m July. yes. 


2 ! a Yes 



Q This is -- and this is why you 


22 Q Clearly bioassay type work; 


22 

wrote the notes that you have on there? 


23 right? 


23 

a I was looking at this document 


24 a Yes. 



the first time after several years 
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: y Okay Sir Let's mark that 

l bioassays, project number 901.10.100, 

: ms WERTHEIMER Because of the 

: nght? 

3 questions we raised before, I think it's 

3 a Urn-hum 

r only fair if Mr. Sheffler could inquire as 

4 Q And you see in Mr Baker s 

5 to whether the notes accurately reflect 

5 affidavit that he lists a number of 

- Dr Wigand's views today before he 

6 reports that were generated by this 

" testifies. 

* project; do you see that? 

S BY MR SHEFFLER. 

8 a Urn-hum. 

9 Q That's fine. Do those notes 

9 Q Now, 1 have marked as Exhibit 93 

10 accurately -• do those notes that you 

10 one of such reports I would like to hand 

11 made a couple months ago; are they true? 

11 that to the witness now. Have you ever 

12 a Based on my recollection now. 

12 seen this report before, sir 1 

13 ves Without additional informanon. yes. 

13 a This is the final report that's 

u Q Okay Could we mark — Judge, 

14 referred to this work project in 1990, 

15 we will take a couple minute break 

15 issued in 1991? 

16 THE MDEOCRAPHER Going off the 

16 Q Yes. 

1* record Tune is approximately 10:35. 

P a Okay And there is no report 

18 (Recess taken.) 

18 before that? 

19 MR SHEFFLER. Would you mark 

19 Q Well, sir, my question was. have 

20 that next, please. 

20 you seen this report before. ’Here may 

:i . 

21 have been reports before that and we will 

22 Thereupon, Wigand Exhibit 

22 get to them. We are going to do this one 

23 No 93 was marked for 

23 step at a time. Have you ever seen this 

:a purposes of identification 

24 report before? 

Page 3063 

Page 3065 

l . 

l a I believe I may have. yes. 1 

2 MR. SHEFFLER I only have one 

: believe I have seen it. yes. 

3 other copy of this besides the one I'm 

3 Q In fact sir. wasn't this report 

4 using Jim, if you want to see these 

4 delivered directly to you and not to Mr. 

5 reports you are going to have to look over 

5 Wells? 

6 their shoulder. Ail I have got is two 

6 a. I can’t tell by just looking at 

' copies here. 

7 1L 

8 One is an exhibit which 1 guess 

8 q Look at the first page. You see 

9 Dt. Wigand will want to look at and the 

9 the distribution list on there? 

iq other one is a report for counsel. 

io a Urn-hum. 

11 THE COURT You can look with 

li Q Do you see Mr. Wells' name 

u him on the original. Laura. 

12 anywhere on there 1 

13 MR SHEFFLER: Thank you. Judge 

13 a I don't see Mj Wells'name on 

14 THE VTDEOGRAPHER Back on the 

14 any of these. 

H record, die tune is approximately 10.46 

: 15 Q Do you see Mr Wigand's name on 

16 BY MR. SHEFFLER. 

; 6 two of them? 

it q. Now. Dr. Wigand. we were talking 

17 a Yes. 

■ 8 before the break about the report that 

18 Q You got two copies of this 

.9 issued with respect to this project that 

19 report 1 

20 you claim you saw summary data or summary 

20 a. That's what this distribution 

21 report but no report. Do you recall that' 1 

21 sheet says, yeah. 

22 a I recall it, yes. Go ahead. 

,22 Q And there is a receipt stamped 

23 Q Now. again, what we are 

23 by you, JSw September 10. 1991. Look at 

24 referring to is the additional tn vitro 

24 the affidavit. 
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THE COl'RT The back page I 

2 think it is 

3 a Lm-hum. 

* Q Vine pages from the end. 

5 A Got It. 

6 Q Vine pages from the end. sir. 

■ a Got it 

8 q You see RD 2194 conduction of 

9 single strand breaks and mammalian cells 
to in vitro by tobacco smoke; do you see 

it that? 

:: a That's copy number five, okay. 

1 3 Q Do you see that? 

1 4 a That s just the receipt for copy 

15 number five. Is there a receipt for copy 

16 number four? 

;■ Q Okay, sir. What - strike 

15 that. 

19 Is it your testimony, sir. that 

20 copy number four did not come to you? 

21 a Well, there is only a receipt 

:: here for copy numbeT five. Did I also get 
23 a copy number four by receipt? 

'24 Q Well. sir. is it your testimony 

Page 306 1 

1 that copy number four went to Kendnck 

2 Wells? 

3 a I don't know 1 can't tell from 

4 this 

5 Q You received at least one of the 

6 copies here; correct? 

? a I believe 1 did. yes. 

8 Q. Directly from Southampton, 

9 coned' 1 

10 a It appears from what you have 

11 shown me, yeah. It could be, yeah, 

i: Q It could be? 

13 A Yeah 

14 q Did you or did you oat receive 

13 and then stamp, your secretary stamp or 

16 someone stamp, and send back the receipt 

17 io Southampton that you did in fact 

18 receive RD report 2194 directly from 

19 Southampton' 1 

20 a I can say I received the report. 

21 Was it directly from Southampton or not, I 

22 can t tell from this document. Do you 

23 have a receipt that says that it came in? 

24 q I have a receipt from the 

Curtin. Schneider & Lawrev 
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1 central records of Fundamental Research 

2 Center. British American Tobacco Company 

3 Limited the following document has been 

4 received and then there is a stamp 1SW 
1 5 what does that mean -1 

6 a It says that a copy has been 
' recetved by my office, of copy number five 

8 on the 10th of September. 1991. 

9 Q. Okay, sir. Is it your testimony 
id that somebody else received this report 

11 and stamped that? 

12 a 1 didn't say that, no. 

113 Q Is it your testimony that this 

114 report went to Kendnck Wells, he received 
j 15 it, and then sent it to you and then you 

: 16 stamped it? 

p A. That's a distinct possibility 
; 18 Q That's a distinct possibility? 
j 19 a Um-hum. 

: 20 Q Sir, then why did you stamp it 
;:i as the person who has received the report' 1 

1 22 a Because that's when it came into 

123 my office. 

24 o Why was it not listed as - 

Page 3069 

: l Kendnck Wells not listed on the 

2 dismbunon list 1 

3 a 1 don’t know 

4 Q Why did Dr Baker testify that 

5 he sent this report to you 1 
• 6 a. 1 don't know. 

’ Q But it's your testimony that 
' 8 none of that is true. Thai Dr Baker 
9 didn't send this repon to you. that the 

13 distribution list is false, and that the 

11 receipt stamped by you does not indicate 

12 you received the report as it indicated 
ij from Fundamental Research Center' 1 

: i4 a Let's go through them one by 
1 :5 one. 

•6 Q All right, let's go through this 
|7 first. Is Dr. Baker inaccurate when he 
i8 said he sent the repon to you? 
n a I ultimately received the 
; 20 report 

21 q No. Is Dr. BakeT inaccurate 

22 when he says he sent the report to you? 

23 a Directly? 

24 Q Yes. _ 
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I a Thai may be inaccurate. 

1 right 1 

: Q You think that's false 1 

2 A If they are registenng all the 

) a I think that's inaccurate 

J copies -- 

a Q No. no. is it your testimony 

4 q N'o. They are saying who was 

5 that that is not true? 

5 distributed a report If he issued the 

a a. I would say it's inaccurate. 1 

6 report then he doesn't get on the 

' ultimately received it. 

' distnbution list, does he 1 

5 Q Is it also false that the 

S A ! don't know. 

9 distribution list does not contain 

9 Q Do you, sir, when you wnte a 

iO Kendnck Wells? 

10 distribution list to people of things that 

: l a. No. the distribution list as 

11 you have authored, do you put yourself on 

:: formulated, does not contain Kendnck 

12 the distribution list? 

:3 Wells’ name. no. 

13 A N'o. 

u q Is the distribution list false? 

14 q When you distribute •- 

15 A The distribution list may not 

1 ? a. Not usually. 

16 accurately reflect all those that received 

16 Q. -- a report you don't usually 

r copies. 

P pui yourself on the distnbution list, do 

1 18 0 Directly. The distribution, |i8 you? 

19 sir, is the distribution of this report 

19 a. No, 1 usually keep the report. 

20 from Southampton; is it not? Many people 

20 Q. So you don't put yourself on a 

2 1 may have received this report eventually 

21 distribution list to receive the report; 

:: You may have given to others for all we 

22 right? 

23 know. But the distribution from 

2) A. Not usually, no. 

24 Southampton is listed here in numbered 

2« Q And Terry Mitchell issued the 

Page 3071 
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i copies one through 15. 

i report, didn't he 1 

2 Is it your testimony, sir, that 

: a Okay 

3 there was a number 16 that went to 

3 Q Why would he put himself on the 

4 Kendnck Wells? 

4 distnbution list? 

5 a No, but I'm sure a copy went to 

5 A Because he has a copy. 

6 Terry Mitchell who is not listed on here. 

6 Q This is not - sir. what docs it 

2 I’m sure had a copy went to A.E. Godfrey 

7 say on page - excuse me What does it 

8 Q How arc vou sure that a copy 

8 say on the first page of the report? 

v went to Terry Mitchell? 

9 a Mr Sheffler. why don’t you calm 

10 a. If I look at the next page it 

10 down and relax and talk to me m a decent 

11 says issued by Teny G. Mitchell. He is 

11 manner 

i: not on the distribution list here, is he? 

12 q What does it say on the first 

13 Q He dids t get a distribution of 

13 page of the report? 

H this copy outside of Southampton. Where 

;4 a Will you calm down? 

15 is Terry Mitchell? 

;j q Does it say copies or 

16 a Southampton. 

16 distnbution? It says distnbution. 

n Q The distribution from 

jp doesn't it? 

:8 Southampton that is listed here is 15 

18 a. Yes. 

.9 numbered copies. .Are you sure Terry 

19 Q On the distnbution list, are 

20 Mitchell got a copy of this report’ 

20 you contending that there are other 

21 a He issued the report. 1 would 

.: i distnbutees who are not listed? 

22 hope he had one 

: 22 a. Yes, I would contend there are 

23 Q He wouldn't have gotten a copy 

; 23 other people who received this that may 

24 of it because he already had it; is that 

24 not be on the formal distnbution list. 
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I Q \Vho' ) 

l a Based on what 1 understood of i 

: a. 1 would assume Kendrick Wells 

2 the practice and my conversations with Ray 

3 received a copy of this. 

3 Thornton. 

4Q You would assume so, who else’ 1 

u Q Did Ray Thomion tell you he got 

5 a 1 would assume that Godfrey has 

5 a copy of dus report? 

s had a eopv of it, i would expect Ian 

6 A It was usual and customary that 

' Massey has a copy of it and 1 would expect 

7 Ray Thornton got it and I believe I 

8 Terry Mitchell has a copy 

8 discussed dus report at one time with Ray 

9 q Sir, did you know what my 

9 Thornton. 

10 question was 1 Who else should be on the 

10 Q You discussed this report with 

11 distribution list as a distributee 1 Not 

i i Ray Thornton’’ 

i 2 as person who has a copy because they 

12 a. The whole set of reports. 

13 either authored or got it from somewhere 

13 Q You discussed dus with Ray 

H else, who was distributed this report when 

i« Thornton? 

. 5 it was finally issued by Southampton 1 

15 a. I believe 1 did. 

16 a This lisi reflects, I dunk. 

:6 Q Why, sir. did you write in your 

it some of the people that received it, yeah. 

l 7 notes and testify earlier that you didn't 

(8 15 copies. 

18 get this report? 

19 q Who else? 

19 a 1 got this report as an edited 

20 a I believe you could probably put 

20 final report. And there is a significant 

: i Kendrick Wells on there. 

21 amount of data and information redacted 

22 q Who else? 

22 and removed from this report. 

23 a 1 imagine you could put Ray 

23 Q. Sir, you testified that your 

2* Thornton's name here who is not on there. 

2 i notes were correct, as best as you could 

Page 3075 
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i Q Who else' 1 

l recall, that you couldn’t have the data or 

2 a. That's what 1 can think just off 

2 only report as summary report You say 

3 the top of my head. 

3 you never got dus report. 

a Q What’s the proof that Ray 

i a Thai’s my testimony or that s 

5 Thornton was distnouted this report? 

5 what's on die note 7 

6 a. What’5 the proof? 1 have no 

6 Q Well, sir, that’s what's on the 

’ proof other than 1 knew what the process 

- note 

8 was 

8 A Thank you. 

9 q Just your claim? 

9 Q Is that wrong 1 

io a My undemanding of who got 

10 a It was my notes at the time, saw 

i; copies. 

n biodata, couldn't have data and only 

12 o Just your claim, is that right 1 

12 report summary report. 

U Your understanding Do you have any 

1 3 Q Is that wrong? 

ia proof* 

H a Did you want mv testimony or do 

15 a We will get that ultimately 

i* you want me to read it? 

16 Q Do you have anything, sir, to 

6 Q Is It WTOng? 

l 7 say that Ray Thornton got a copy of this 

j- vis WERTHEIMER He wants your 

18 report? 

18 testimony. 

19 a. I have nothing in my possession 

'.9 q That's why 1 asked the question. 

20 at this time. 

;c a 1 believe 1 received this 

2; Q Why did you say It? 

;i report. 

22 a. That’s what I believe and 

22 Q Then it's wrong? 

23 understood. 

23 THE COURT Is the note 

2 « q What is your belief based upon 1 

24 incorrect? 
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; a No I don't have to pul the 
: repon down. 

5 MR SHEFFLER .Am I entitled to 
a test his recollection, your Honor"' 

5 THE COURT. Listen to the 

6 question, please, and do it. 

' 0 I want to test your 

S recollection. You claim that this repon 

9 had deleted from it information about 

10 cigarette brands and results of testing in 
;i cigarette brands; is that nght? 

12 a That's my recollection. 

13 Q And it’s your testimony, sir, 

14 that that was deleted from this repon by 

15 whom? 

i« a. By Kendrick Wells. 

(7 q So it’s your testimony, sir, 

IB that this repon addressed cigarette 

19 brands, using cigarette brands as a test 

20 methodology for tobacco smoke; is that 

21 your testimony’’ 

22 A My recollection is this was a 

23 methodology that was developed, tested on 
2 « cigarette smoke and then •• 

Page 3083 

1 Q. We are talking about this 

2 repon. sir. 

3 a. Can I finish? You've been 

4 yelling and screaming for the last ten 

5 minutes now listen for a second. 

6 Q 1 listen all the tune. 

7 A Good. 

8 Q I hear a lost strange dungs. 

9 a I do too. 

10 Q So why don t you tell me the 

11 truth this time? 

12 A 1 am. 

1 3 Q Have you ever seen this repon 

14 before today’’ 

15 a Yes. 

;6 q Have you read this repon before 

it today’ 

is a. Probably, yes. 

19 Q Is it your testimony that RB 

20 2194 was a test of different cigarette 

21 brands? 

22 a. I would have to refresh my 

23 memory and go through the report. 

24 Q You testified earlier that that 


Page 308-t 

; i was missing from this repon. 

2 a I think from this specific 

3 repon the application of this test and 

4 this technology was applied to specific 
: 5 cigarette brands 

: 6 Q The question is - 
: a. And it’s not contained in this 
8 repon is my recollection. 

, 9 Q Tie question is. sir. did this 
ID study that this repon was generated from 

1 1 by Mr Massey and Godfrey, did it address 
j 12 cigarette brands? Were they testing 

In cigarette brands as pan of their 
; 14 methodology’’ 

15 a. I’m suggesting to you and 

16 telling you that pan of thai was deleted, 
j P Q Sir -- 

118 a. --and s am tired. 

119 Q The cigarettes they used, sir, 

1 20 are listed here on page 1 and 2. Do you 
■21 see that? 

22 a Um-hum. 

23 Q They list them on here, don’t 

24 they? 

I Page 3083 

• i a Which cigarettes' 1 

: ; Q They list the following 

! } cigarettes, A2?9, a flue-cured reference 

! 4 cigarette. A2A3 a U.S. style reference 

; < cigarette. A255. a filter tipped 

! 6 non-ventilated king sire cigarette. A238Q 

7 a filter upped non-vennlatcd king sire 

8 cigarette. 

. 9 a Where is the brands’ 
j-OQ Okay. Let s just use the 
■ :• i last - first of all. what is a reference 

12 cigarette, do you know’ 

u a 1 1 has different meanings. 

; |4 q What is a reference cigarette as 

115 used in Southampton's research repon? 

1 16 Sir, this was wnnen for the people in 

it Southampton and for the people receiving 
18 it. You were such a person, nght’ 
i 19 Supposedly you knew something about 
1 20 cigarette manufacture at this ume; right’ 

'21 a. Urn-bum. 

.22 Q. Supposedly by 1991 you knew 

23 something about the research efforts at 
;4 Southampton on cigarettes, didn't you? 
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i a Yes 

1 a May have at the time. 

: q Supposedly at this tune, it's 

Q You are making claims, sir. that 

your claim, that you understood what they 

3 this stuff was deleted. Can you tell 

u meant when they write these things in 

l US" 

< these reports? 

; a What is deleted specifically 

i a Cm-hum. 

6 from this report is what was Winston, what 

• Q So what does a reference 

“ was Capn. 

8 cigarette mean when Drs. Massey and 

8 Q. You are testifying - now, wait 

9 Godfrev used it in this report? 

9 a minute. Just make sure 1 understand. 

1C A I think the U.5 reference 

10 You are testifying that this report, all 

11 cigarette they are referring to is I think 

i; nght, by Massey and Godfrey, had tests of 

12 the Kentucky reference cigarette I'm not 

12 Capn and Winston in it? 

13 sure. 

13 a. Had test data --I'm sorry. Had 

1 * Q It's not brand, is it? 

;4 tests of commercially available 

15 a I'm not sure - looking at this 

IS cigarettes. 

16 I'm not dear what A283 as a U.S. style - 

16 MR SHEFFLER: Can you read my 

r what is it? I would look for that and 

17 question back? 

18 clarify it in here. Is that data in here? 

18 MS WERTHEIMER. Mr. Sheffler is 

19 Q Well, sir, you don t know what a 

19 asking you, are you testifying thai this 

20 U.S. style reference cigarette is, huh? 

20 report, that the scientists specifically 

2 i a A289. a U.S. style reference 

21 tested Winston and Capn Is that your 

22 cigarette; what is it specifically? 

22 tesumony? 

23 Q You think that was deleted? 

23 the WITNESS: My testimony is 

24 What it is. 

24 that the scientists used this methodology 

Page 3087 

Page 3089 

i a. No. What is it? 

l and applied it specifically to brands. 

2 Q Sir. you were at R <fc D. I 

2 MR. SHEFF-ER. Strike that 

3 wasn't. I'm not claiming that there was 

3 testimony and ask the question again. 

i stuff deleted from here. I'm not claiming 

4 THE COURT He is asking you 

5 that this was devoted to testing cigarette 

; specifically about Winston and Capn. 

S brands and that that information was 

6 BY MR SHEFFLER. 

" deleted. You are making that claim. 

r q fit this report. 

8 I'm claiming what was here was 

8 a I believe this methodology -- 

9 what was tested. I'm claiming the 

9 that was deleted from this report. ; 

i 0 materials and methods used is what -- and 

10 MR At DOCK Those two brands or 

n cigarettes is listed here. 

l. all brands? 

'12 a And I'm telling you you are 

12 THE WITNESS All commercial 

n wrong. 

13 brands. I want to qualify it and take out 

M Q You are claiming there was more? 

14 Capn and Winston and say all commercial 

IS a. Yes. 

15 brands. 

16 Q Do you know what A380, a filter 

16 Q All commercial brands were 

1* tip non-venulated king size cigarette, do 

; r tested in this test method? 

18 you know what that is? 

.il a 1 didn't say all commercial 

19 A No. what was it 9 

19 brands 

20 0 Well, it refers to report number 

2C Q What commercial brands? 

2 i R D 2138. 23.3.1989. Did you look those 

:i a 1 can't recall but I can tell 

22 up’ 

;; you there were commercial brands tested 

23 A 1 may have at the nme. 

;:3 and it was not put in this reports. 

24 Q You may have at the tune. 

24 q Again, do you know what A2380 
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i is ’ Is it a commercial brand; do you 

I is applicable. And they also — 

: know'’ 

2 O Part of the conclusion is it’s 

3 a It s a 30 2 milligram tar 

3 applicable? 

i delivery I don’t know what it is. I 

■< a Yes. 

5 can't tell. 

5 Q Now. sir, then i think you said 

6 Q Do you know what A253 is? 

6 that they applied this to a large number 

" a. I em't tell, it's not a 

’ of cigarette brands; is that nght? 

8 commercial brand. Is it? 

8 a. That's correct. 

9 Q I'm asking you, sir, do you know 

9 Q That s your testimony? 

10 what it is? You sav all commercial brands 

i0 a Yes. 

11 were deleted. Do you know if it was a 

11 Q And then I think you said that 

12 commercial brand? 

12 they wrote a report reflecting all of 

;3 a I didn’t say all commercial 

u this, coned? 

U brands. 

14 a No, they generated data, and 

15 Q Sir -- 

l? they had the data, yes. 

16 a The commercial brands -• 

16 Q And they generated a repon? 

r Q Sir. wait a minute. They didn't 

i* a Urn-hum. 

is use this test methodology for this report 

18 Q And this report, sir, you say. 

19 study Massey and Godfrey in generating 

19 was sanitized, where all of the commercial 

20 this report did not test all commercial 

20 . cigarette information was deleted? 

2 i brands, did they 9 

21 a That is my -- 

22 A They tested a large variety of 

22 Q That's your claim? 

23 commercial brands, not all commercial 

23 a. That's my testimony. 

;a brands. 

24 q And your claim is based upon 

Page 3091 

Page 3093 

1 Q Sir, did thev test a large 

1 what? Did you sec a repon where they had 

2 variety of commercial brands to determine 

2 large commercial, a lot of commercial 

3 the induction of DNA single strand breaks 

3 brands that were tested under the 

4 in mammalian cells m vitro by tobacco 

4 induction of DNa single strand breaks in 

5 smoke? 

< mammalian cells in vitro' 1 

6 A I believe they did. 

6 A 1 saw data from Alan Heard and 1 

* Q Sir, is it your testimony that 

- also had data and saw data with Ray 

S they did this large commercial testing to 

8 Thornton. 

9 compare brands or why would they do that? 

9 q When you saw this data with Alan 

io a To look at the biological 

■ io Heard and Ray Thornton did they tell you 

11 activity of the test methodology that was 

u thai this DNA induction test method worked 

12 developed and then apply it to commercial 

:: with cigarette smoke? 

13 brands. 

13 A They had data that - 

u q Okav. Now that’s two steps. 

14 O No, no. answer my question. Did 

15 They looked at the biological test 

15 Alan Heard, Alan Heard, tell you that the 

16 methodology and tned to duplicate it. 

16 induction of DNA single strand breaks in 

ir nght? 

P mammalian cells in vitro test method was 

18 a No, I think this paper relates 

18 applied on large commercial brands, many 

19 to is development of a methodology and 

H9 commercial brands of tobacco cigarettes’ 

20 implying that it’s applicable to cigarette 

: 20 Did he tell you that? 

21 smoke. 

21 a 1 saw the data that suggested 

22 Q And seeing if it was applicable 

that there was a large variety of 

23 or not as pan of tt? 

23 commercial brands tested using this 

24 a And pan of the conclusion is it 

;u methodology. 

‘ 1 ~ r. rvrs n. _ _ ' A.T 7 


Page 3090 - Page 3093 


Curtin. Schneider £ Lawrey 562630838 


http://legacy.library.ucsKeda/tidM|n^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



iB&Wt PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 

Brown & Williamson vs. Wigand Multi-Page ' 11/14/96 

Volume 17 _ _ _ _ 


Page 3094. 


Page 3096 


: Q All right. Sir. You don't 
: know -- let me just follow up on this 
i report Is it vour testimony here today 
i that Massey and Godfrey did use this test 
5 methodology 1 on a large number of 
s commercial brands and did a report 
" reflecting their results and then had it 

8 redacted by Kendrick Wells? Is that your 

9 testimony'’ 

10 A. Yes, 1 believe so. 

11 Q Okay Now, sir, if Drs. Massey 

12 and Godfrey said that that never occurred. 

1 3 if they say no, this report dealt only 

la with what is in this report, would they be 
15 telling a falsehood 1 
!6 A. Yes. 

PQ They would be inaccurate 1 

18 a. Yes. 

19 Q Okay Now, sir, let's look at 

20 what the report did deal with itself. 

21 okay? 

2 : a Urn-hum. 

q Look at the summary of the 
24 


1 a. 1 would say that this is 

2 probably a highly sanitized summary here 

3 Go ahead 

4 q According to the report, sir, it 
: 5 was to investigate the methodology; 

6 conect? 

7 a Urn-hum. 

8 Q And then it goes on to talk 

\ 9 about Dna single strand breaks were 
; ifl measured, et cetera. Look at the last 
in paragraph of the report. In view of the 
; i 2 variable response in the test, dependent 
i 13 on the smoke collection system used, and 
i 14 the uncertain and generally low efficiency 

15 of the smoke collection by the published 

16 method, it is recommended that this method 

17 should not be used for the examination of 
! :b tobacco products. Do you see that 1 

; 19 A. I see that. 

20 Q So the conclusion of the authors 
| 2 i was that this methodology was not 

1 22 appropriate for the examination of tobacco 

1 23 products, correct 1 

24 a Well if you go to the pnor 
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Page 3097 

1 a Which page ’ 

i 1 paragraph on the prior page it says, whole 


2 Q It's the third full page of the 

2 smoke solutions was consistently positive 


3 report. 

3 in assay The solution of smoke vapor 


4 a Uni-hum. 

; 4 phase from the Dreshcl apparatus - 


5 Q You see where it starts off by 

5 Q I will show you thr report. 


6 reviewing published work, work by others, 

6 He's reading ngtn here. Go ahead read it 


* about cells exposed in vitro to a tobacco 

* again, sir. 


8 smoke solution, do you see that 1 

8 a. A whole smoke solution was 


9 a Yes 

9 consistently positive in the assay 


10 Q Do you see then where it says. 

10 Q Conunue. 


.' 1 since this technique has received some 

11 a You can read. 


:2 external support the methodology has been 

:: Q Read whatever you want. 1 m 


■3 investigated m (he present study. 

i 3 giving you a chance to read whatever you 


1 * Moreover, since other in vitro bioassays 

14 wart. 


15 for smoke use condensate only, the claimed 

■ 15 a I'm reading that last paragraph 


16 response of ihe svstem to smoke vapor 

16 and the carryover 


17 phase was of particular interest Do you 

1 - q Read whatever you want. 


18 see that? 

IS A 1 would read those. 


19 a Yes. 

19 MS WERTHEIMER Read it into 


20 Q So according to the summary, 

:o the record. 


21 sir. this report was to investigate the 

2 : THE WITNESS The whole smoke 


22 methodology 1 

22 solution was consistently positive in the 


23 a Um-hum. 

23 assay. A soluuon -- 


24 Q Right 1 

24 q Now is that a good statement or 

n. -.W* 
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i a bad statement with respect to your claim 

i whole smoke solution was consistently 

: about reduction -- 

5 positive in the assay Is that a 

3 A Wait a minute. I'm still reading 

3 contentious piece of information? 

i here. 

4 a No. it confirms the work of •• 

5 Q i'msoTTy. 1 thought you were 

! Q It's not contentious? 

6 done. Read on. 

6 A No. not now. 

' A A solution of the smoke vapor 

: Q. Not now Would it be 

j phase from the Dresbcl apparatus but not 

8 contentious at any point in time? 

9 homogemzer was positive m the assay 

9 a It could be contentious in a 

:o Upon homogenizing the Dreshei collective 

10 different way it's written. 

11 vapor phase solution, an increase m 

11 Q How could it be wnnen 

;2 activity of 82 percent was observed. The 

12 differently? 

13 treatment of cells with paniculate matter 

13 a 1 don’t know. 

14 collected conventionally on Cambridge 

14 q You don't know, do you? 

is filtered also produced the positive 

15 a 1 could probably write it 

16 response in the assay. 

16 differently, yes. 

r Q Let me ask you a couple 

n q I'm sure you could but you don't 

: 8 questions about that. Is that, sir. in 

18 know that it was wntten differently, do 

:9 vour estimation something that Kendnck 

19 you? 

20 Wells would find contentious ’ 

20 a In 1991 I assume the process was 

51 a I imagine he already edited it 

21 well-established in terms of editing out 

22 by now 

22 contentious language. 

23 Q Well. sir. is that a contenuous 

23 Q I don't care about what you 

2 * piece of information? 

24 understand about a process that only you 

Page 3099 

Page 3101 

: A Now it's not. 

l have any recollection of. What I want to 

2 Q Why not? 

2 know is what is contentious or 

3 a. Because it's already been edited 

3 non-comentious about that sentence 

4 and vetted. This is a 1991 document. 

4 a As it stands now it's 

5 Q No, no. I'm asking you 

• non-contennous now 

6 specifically. Is it contentious or not 

6 Q The fact that bioassays proved 

' that a bioassav under mvesngation found 

? posinve with respect to cigarette smoke 

8 that whole smoke was posiuve 

3 is non-contentious’ 

9 consistently’ Is that something that 

9 a I don't think this is 

io should be edited out? 

SO contentious now. 

M A 1' m sure this has been very 

11 q Then there wouldn't be any 

12 significantly - 

:: reason to edit bioassavs that show 

13 Q I'm not asking you about what 

i 3 positive effects with respect to cigarette 

14 you assume or what you are sure, I'm 

1 4 smoke’ 

15 asking you a specific question. You have 

15 a Thisrcpon.no 

16 made wild claims in this case about 

16 y In any repon. 

i~ editing of contentious informanon about 

1 ’ a I don't know of any report 

1 8 bioassays and testing. And has ranged 

18 Q Well, why is it non-contentions 

19 everything from complete editing to 

19 here and contentious somewhere else? 

20 complete withholding from you. to some 

20 a. I'm not saying that, i m saying 

21 editing to some withholding from you. 

21 this report here now has been clearly 

22 And what I am asking you now is 

22 sanitized. 

23 you have a specific report that you said 

23 Q What was edited out of bioassay 

24 you didn’t get. that has in it a phrase. 

24 tests’ 
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3 agc 31C4 

: a I can t tell you. 


1 report. 

: q If the bioassay test was 


2’ Q How can it be highly sanitized 

; performed of cigarette smoke it can either 


3 if it has a positive result with respect 

i be positive, negative, or no results, 


4 to a bioassay of tobacco smoke Vou are 

5 right? 


5 claiming that is contentious, it's here. 

6 a 1 think this test confirms, as I 


6 it's not edited. 

' said before, that the FRC undertook 


■ a I'm not claiming that's 

8 reproducing methodologies and applying 


8 contentious. I don't have a problem with 

9 them within their laboratory and then 


9 that statement. 

10 applied it specifically to commercial 


10 Q Is your testimony now that the 

i: brands 


11 only contennous materials that were 

: The results on commercial brands 


12 edited were things relating to bioassavs 

: 3 is the informatton that's beer deleted and 


13 of cigarettes that were commercially 

.4 withheld. 


14 available; is that your testimony? 

: 5 Q Six. can vou answer my question? 


15 A. I think it was 9 & W's position 

!6 a bioassay can either be positive. 


16 that bioassay methodology development was 

1 * neutral, no results, or negative; right? 


I? fine but applicanon and that information 

18 a. Could be. yes 


18 to commercial brands was not appropriate 

!9 q Now, is it contennous if a 


19 Q That's different than what you 

20 bioassay is positive 0 Bioassay of tobacco 


!20 have testified in the past; isn't it, sir? 

1 

2 i smoke, is that contentious? 


121 A No. I'm just adding more to it 

22 a 1 could think of several 


122 Q Well, sir, in the past you said 

23 circumstances where it could be 


;23 bioassay and biotestmg was opposed by 

24 contentious, yes. 


'24 B & W. 


Page 5103 

Page 3105 

I q Why wasn't it eliminated from 


: 1 A It sure was. 

2 this report if that Kendrick Wells was 


; 2 Q But now you are telling us that 

3 eliminating contentious material? 


i 3 they thought it was fine except the 

4 a Let me give vou a sceanano. I 


4 application to commercial cigarettes 0 

5 think if the bioassay was positive and 


‘ a. They thought it was fine to do 

6 significantly positive on say Marlboro 


, 6 overseas. 

* versus Viceroy and there was a different 


! " q Except for the application 10 

8 grading, 1 would think that would 


8 commercial cigarettes; nght? 

9 contentious information 


' 9 A I'm adding that on to it, yes 

10 Q Can vou answer my question? My 


I io Q But you testified in the past 

11 question was with respect to this report. 


: l that n wasn't okay and that such reports 

12 A That statement is not 


i; were not given to you 0 

13 contentious. 


13 A 3 & W's position is all bioassay 

1 * q Because — even though it has a 


|4 was not appropriate. 

15 positive bioassay with respect to tobacco 


i5 Q Well. sir. if that's their 

is smoke, it's non-contennous? 


;* opinion, that all bioassav was not 

a That’s no new news. 


appropriate, was it based on the fact that 

18 Q Well, sir, I'm having difficulty 


!g it was contentious 0 

19 here because you claimed before that 


19 a. Yes. it was contennous. 

20 bioassay and biotesting were routinely 


::o Q Then why didn’t they edit this 

:i edited and withheld and in fact vou have 


21 out if this report was edited? 

22 even claimed that thev didn't even write 


;; a 1 think this report has been 

23 reports of these things. 


23 significantly edited. 

24 a This is a highly sanitized 


;a Q I know you do think that but 
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: you have to answer my question If they 

: things and 1 recognize that we have to 


: thought that bioassay, biotesung work was 

: stop early today. But we are going to 


i contentious, and if we have established 

3 continue this until we get your claims 


•* that this report as it does, says whole 

4 completely nailed down as far as we can. 


; smoke was consistently positive, why 

5 And if you keep changing them - 


h wasn't it edited out? 

6 I’m just saying we are going to follow 


' a. 1 don't know I don't know. 

? every one of the amendments down just so 


3 All I can tell you -- 

, 8 you understand. 


9 Q You claim this report was edited 

9 a Good. 


10 but they didn't edit that. Did somebody 

; to Q Your claim now is. as I 


11 miss it? 

111 understand it. the reports and bioiogicai 


LI A. It's a reconfrrmationof 

1 1 : assays and testing were sent from 


: J results. 1 mean it would be pretty hard 

■ 13 Southampton to Kendnck Wells who then 


M not to report the reconfirmanon of 

. 1 4 delivered them to you? 


15 results. 

,13 A. That was-- 


16 Q Thai's what they did. wasn't it? 

■ 14 Q EitheT to you or to your 


r a. They worked on a methodology and 

jl* secretary. 


18 then they applied it to commercial brands 

; 1 8 a That was one of the ways I got 


19 Q What they did. what Mr. Massey 

;i9 reports, yes. 


10 and Mr. Godfrey did. was report the 

20 Q And you claim that when these 


:i results of their test, right 1 

21 reports were sent from Southampton to 


12 a They reported some of the 

22 Kendnck Wells they were edited and then 


13 results. 

13 sent to you? 


ii Q Sir. they reported the results 

24 a No. No, I'm not claiming that 
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i of the test 1 

; i I'm claiming that Mr. Wells in conjunction 


: a Some of the results, yes. 

' 2 with Mr. Thornton reviewed documents 

l 

3 Q They said that they only 

3 before they were issued and Mr Wells took 


4 tested - this is their report. They said 

4 the opportunity in conjunction with 


5 they only tested certain cigarettes. 

< probably other attorneys in B.A.T. to edit 


6 reference cigarettes, certain brands of 

1 6 out issues that were sensitive to or, to 


‘ cigarettes. 

, * Brown & Williamson. 


8 A Urn-hum. 

8 And that the reports that were 


9 q They tested them and they listed 

9 received finally were highly sanitized and 


io them. And you are claiming that there was 

10 verted by the lawyers and also there was 


i! other things that were edited out of that ? 

11 research and information deleted out of 


12 A. Yes. 

12 the reports. Two-fold. 


i.’ Q And you are claiming that this 

13 Q Now. Mr. Wells is doing this 


14 was edited oui by Kendrick Wells? 

14 with Mr Thornton Is that your 


15 A Yes 

li testimony? 


16 Q And then you claim that Kendrick 

16 a I already testified to that. 


it Wells gave there to Martha Thomas and she 

T: Q You are testifying that Mr 


18 stamped it 1 

'18 Wells when he received these reports from 


|9 a. I'm not sure of that exactly 

19 Southampton and edited them before he gave 


20 Q. That was your claim. How can 

:o them to you was doing it in conjunction 


2 i you not be sure of it 1 

21 with Mr Thornton? 


12 .* It could have 

12 a I think Mr Thornton when he 


23 q It could have. You are 

13 visited Mr Wells brought reports with him 


24 claiming, again - you keep changing these 

24 that he went over with Mr Wells. And Mr. 

-v . ' • fYO 
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i definite. And I know he wants him to say 

1 MR ALDOCK But his view IS 

: ihe definite but he doesn't say the 

2 that he believes there was a policy that 

:■ deftmte I understand your problem. 

3 was applied. And he knows about the 

■i But -- 

a application. 

; MR SHEFFLER Here is my 

5 THE COURT Mr. Sheffler is not 

6 problem, your Honor. Everything that we 

6 asking him about policies. He is saying 

’ do -- when he makes a claim we cry to 

* specifically. 

8 puisue it. He has made some claims. 

S MR ALDOCK [ know that. When 

9 First of all. he claimed he never got a 

9 they get to the specific -- he says since 

10 report of this project. We showed him a 

10 he believes that there was a specific 

11 report. Then he says, oh, but it's 

11 policy that was being applied, and he 

i: edited. 

12 knows in his mind that it was applied in 

! 3 Now he claims there were 

13 certain circumstances, when you say give j 

14 substantial portions taken out. He 

la him a specific, he says it may be. That's 

.5 can t -- now -- he couldn’t he even recall 

15 what he says. The fact is he doesn't 

6 the report before we gave it to him and 

16 know. 

now he says. okay, substantial portions 

[7 THE COURT We are back to where 

18 were taken out. How do you know Because 

18 we were yesterday and that is claims have 

19 of the policy. 

19 been made -- this is discovery They want 

:o Then we say, well, who did it. 

20 to know what they are up against. 

2! He now he comes up with Thornton and 

21 MR ALDOCK I'm not objecting 

22 Wells. And he says that Wells did it and 

22 to the quesnon. 

23 sent ii to him. 

23 THE COURT. I understand. But. 

2* Even if it's may or could or 

24 Dr. Wigand - when Mr. Sheffler asks him 

Page 3115 

Page 51P 

t whatever, the fact that the allegation is 

l for proof of it, what proof do you have 

2 there •• I can only proceed a step at a 

2 He says in effect you will get it 

3 tune. And if 1 don’t have a piece of 

3 somewhere down the road and it cuts off 

» paper to shove in front of him saying 

4 their right of discovery. That’s why I am 

5 that, he will denv it. 

5 going to keep recommending to Judge 

6 And when I do have a piece of 

6 Mershon that this be enlarged, enlarged 

* papeT he denies it. 1 don’t know how else 

‘ enlarged until he says what proof he has. 

3 to disprove an allegation Anybody can 

8 He is saying in effect. I will 

9 make allegations of things that may have, 

9 give you the proof somewhere during the 

to could have or would have. But 1 think I 

13 course of the trial. And i told him 

1 1 am entitled to show that it's incredible 

11 yesterday one of the purposes of discover/ 

12 what this man is claiming. 

i: is to avoid surprise in the course of ihe 

13 THE COURT I’m not sure he is 

trial. And he is holding -- he says, in 

;a saying it. is the point I’m making. I'm 

;j effect, he is holding back. 

15 sitting here dunking yesterday was such 

15 MR ALDOCK He is not holding 

16 an overcast day and if you said to me did 

.6 back proof. 

it the sun shine yesterday and I said well it 

THE COURT That's what- 

18 may have. And you pressed me. did it 

18 MR ALDOCK When he is asked if 

19 shine or didn’t the sun shine Well, it 

19 be has proof today, he answers that he 

20 mav have. That's not proof that the sun 

20 doesn't have it. When he says it’s going 

21 has shown. 

2i to come out. He means when we take 

22 MR. SHEFFLER. The appropriate 

22 discovery we are going to get He is not 

23 answer would be. your Honor, is 1 don't 

23 saying he has proof, he doesn't have -- 

24 know 

;a when he says he doesn't have proof, he 
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: edt this report. 

: Q Let me ask you a question, do 
• you know what those status review notes 

4 are 1 You hast read them, do you know what 

5 they are' 1 

6 a They are broad status review of 
' the projects yeah. 

1 Q Reviews, aren't they 1 

1 a Yes. 

ic Q They are not meant to be summary 

I i reports of a final project, are they 1 

12 a I would imagine there is some 

1 3 data that supports this summary report or 
la the status report There is a substantial 
t; amount of data attached to it. 

:6 Q Substantial amount of data 
r attached to what 1 

18 a. This summary report here. 

; 19 Q Okay. Substannal amount of 

20 data attached to the summary report. Go 

21 on. 

22 a 1 would submit that there is 

23 lots of opportunity between the ume that 

24 this status report for new data to be 

Page 3131 

1 generated and/or modification of existing 

2 data or information. 

3 0 \’ow, sir. as you understand 

4 these status reviews notes, were they not 

5 reports of ongoing projects? 

6 a That's correct. 

7 q Were they not of projects to be 
a completed? 

4 a Urn-hum. 

10 Q Were they not also of projects 

; 1 to be done? 
i: a Urn-hum. 

13 Q And, sir. isn't it true that 

14 from March or August of 1990 to September 
; ? of 1991, it veiy well may be that this 

16 report RD 2194. reflects the work that was 
i ’ being done? 

15 A It could definitely do that. 

19 Q So you don't know - since the 

20 status report issued in March of 1990, you 

21 don't know as you sit here today, that the 

22 report of RD 2194 was of work that was 

23 continuing on that whole ume penod up 

24 until it's issuance, do you? 


Page 3133 

1 a No. but you asked me the 
: question, was there opportunity to change 

3 and edit this repon in those days - 

4 q When was the work done on this 

5 report completed? 

6 a Is there a completion date on 

- it? 

8 Q Well, sir, you are testifying 

9 that it was done well before and there was 

• io plenty of opportunity When was it 
in completed? 

'12 a I don't know. 

•3 Q Then how can you testify that it 

14 was done well before and there was plenty 

15 of opportunity 1 

16 a Well, this is a final report. 1 

, p would assume that it was completed before 
! 18 the report was issued. 

119 Q How long before? 

20 a 1 don't know. 

21 Q Weeks, days, months, years 1 

122 a 1 don't know It was- 

]23 Q You have no idea, do you? 

;24 a. No.__ 

| Page 3133 

] 1 q You have no idea whether there 
■ 2 was plenty of opportunity to revise a 
; 3 final report, do you 1 
4 a I would imagine there was plenty 
; of time 

I 6 Q How do you know that 1 
' : a Just from -- 

8 q You imagine it? 

9 a I didn't imagine it. 

! 10 Q What is your imagination based 
: 1 upon other than wild imagination 1 

• 12 a Opportunity. 

.3 Q Do you have any proof, sir. that 
.4 ihere was opportunity for Ray Thornton and 
Kendrick Wells to meet, review this 
;6 repon, edit the report, issue a new 
r repon. get it back to Massey and Godfrey 

18 and send it to you? 

19 a I have had specific conversation 

20 with Ray Thornton after visiting with 

21 Kendnck Wells on this matter. 

32 q You visited with Kendrick Wells 

23 and had a conversation with Ray Thornton 

24 or Ray Thornton visited with Kendnck 
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: Wells and had a conversation with you 

i Thornton had to be between 1989 and the 

: a Ray Thornton visited with 

2 issuance of this report of 1991 to discuss 

3 Kendrick Wells and afterwards at dinner or 

3 the editing of this report, is that right? 

■* lunch. Ray Thornton explained to me what 

4 a Yes. 

5 he was doing. 

5 Q All nght. Now, sir. when 

6 Q This took place after September 

6 during that tune pened as best you can 

• 2nd. 1991, right? 

' recollect did you have such a meeting ’ 

8 a No. Before 

8 a 3 met with Ray Thornton from •* 

9 Q Sir. how did :t come to be that 

9 on many occasions from the ttme 1 was 

10 Ray Thornton told you - okay. When 

10 employed unul the time I left the 

:i before? 

u company. 

12 a. I can't recall specifically. 

12 Q We’re talking about a specific 

: 3 Q The year before? 

13 meeting. 

14 A No 

la a 1 can t give you a specific date 

1 5 o Months before 7 

15 at this tune. If you can produce for me 

It A. I can't recall specifically 

16 Ray Thornton's travel schedule I would 

P Q Well, can you give me a rough 

P probably be able to help you better. 

18 range of dates? When this -- 

18 Q I know Again, it's your 

19 A Before the issuance of the 

19 testimony that they applied this research 

20 report. 

20 to a large number of brands of cigarettes. 

21 Q Can you give me a rough range of 

21 that's your testimony'’ 

22 dates, the day before? 

22 a That is correct. 

23 A No. 

23 Q You see on page, little rwo. 

24 Q It could be a day before 7 

24 "ii". 

Page 3135 

Page 313 - 

l A No. 

i a. Um-hum. 

2 Q Well, then •* 

2 0 You see the last paragraph 1 

3 A I don't know. I'm not going to 

3 a Um-hum. 

4 guess. 

4 Q In view of the variable response 

* Q A week before 7 

; m this test, dependent upon the smoke 

6 A. I don't know 

6 collection system used, and the uncertain 

" Q A month before 7 

• and generally low efficiency of smoke 

8 a I don't know. 

8 collection by the published method, it is 

; 9 q So it could have been anvumc 

9 recommended that this method should not be 

:o between 1989 or 1988 when you were hired 

1 C used for the examination of tobacco 

.1 and 1991? 

i i products, do you see that? 

i2 a No 1m saying sometime before 

.2 A Um-hum. 

13 •• sometime before the issuance of the 

13 Q Why, if they didn’t think that 

14 report. 

:4 this was an appropriate method to use for 

1 5 Q Well, you were employed at Brown 

: < examination of tobacco products, do you 

16 & Williamson in 1988. Is it clear, sir •• 

:6 think that they examined tobacco products ’ 

p a. 1989 

p a I don't know. 1 can't speak for 

1 8 Q Okay Actually it was December 

1 5 what they wrote here. 

19 of 1988 is when you signed your agreement. 

IS Q Well, sir. you are testifying 

20 But vou started work in earnest in 1989 

20 that after developing the methodology, 

2 i Is it clear sir that you had no meetings 

:; after reviewing the methodology what this 

22 with Ray Thornton before 1989? 

22 report actually does, it’s a report, sir. 

23 a That is true. 

23 of different ways to use the induction 

:a Q So any meetings you had with Ray 

24 test method; right 7 
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: you that? 

1 according to Massey and Godfrey, the 

: a I can't recall the Ray Thornton 

2 induction of DNA single strand break 

3 saving that specifically. 

3 methodology was inappropriate, given the 

•» Q Can you recall Ray Thornton 

a whole smoke collection response 9 And. 

5 telling you anything about using a test 

5 therefore, was not a recommended test , 

f methodology that his own scientists had 

6 methodology for tobacco smoke, were you 

' concluded was inappropriate? 

r surprised to see that 9 

a a I don't think so. The whole 

3 a. No. 

9 smoke solution was consistently positive 

9 Q Well, didn't you question in 

10 in the assay. 

10 your own trend sir why were they doing all 

] I Q Did Rav Thornton tell you? 

11 these tests on all other cigarette brands 

a The reports says that right 

12 if it was I know appropriated? 

13 here 

13 a No. I didn’t challenge it, no 

14 Q I’m asking you about what Ray 

14 Q Did you ever call up anybody to 

: 5 Thornton told you. 

:5 say hey why are you doing such in vitro 

j6 a Ray Thornton told me that there 

16 studies if the test methodology is 

I' was data deleted on biological assays of 

17 inappropriate? 

is commercial brand cigarettes. 

18 a. No. never called anybody up. 

i9 Q I'm asking you, sir, a very 

19 Q Did you ever talk to anybody 

2C specific question. Did Ray Thornton tell 

20 about this report at all? 

21 you why -- 

2 i a I probably did. and 1 can’t 

32 a No, he didn't - 

22 recall at this time. 

23 Q - the FR.C wrote use a test 

23 Q Well, think about it and as 

24 methodology that was inappropriate to test 

24 best you can. tell me who you talked to 

Page 3143 
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I cigarette brands? 

I about the report. 

, 2 A 1 don't know I didn’t run FRC 

2 A I believe 1 told you I talked to 

3 What thev did -- 

3 Ray Thornton io know about it. 1 believe 

4 Q I'm not asking you that at all. 

4 I may have talked to Alan Heard about it 

s mr.aldock. Didn't he tell 

j in Salonika, Greece. 

6 vou -- did he tell you that? .Answer the 

6 Q. And what was the occasion io be 

' question 

* Salonika. Greece? 

8 Q Yes. 

8 a. It was the COR£STa meeting It 

9 a 1 can’t recall specifically that 

« was after the RPO meeting, 1 believe in 

10 statement. 

10 Trapamunda. 

! i Q Did you discuss with anyone the 

11 q That was in 1990; nght? 

12 use of an inappropriate test methodology 

12 a 1990, yes. 

13 for testing cigarette brands, commercial 

13 q This report was issued September 

ia cigarette brands? Did you discuss that 

la 1991? 

1 ? with him? 

•5 a But the research status report 1 

16 a. Not that 1 recall. 

16 think is pan of what was ongoing and is 

n Q Now you claim you got this 

' 17 dated March through August of 1990. so it 

18 report and read it at the tune; is that 

18 was totally appropnate. 

19 right 9 

19 O We haven't got to those reports 

20 a. (Witness nods head.) 

.20 yet sir. There is other reports 

21 q You have to answer verbally. 

,:i emanating from that. You understand what 

22 a Yes. 

;;; we have been talking about at this tune" 1 

23 q Now, when you read the report. 

23 I have been asking you quesuons about the 

2 * were you surprised, sir. to see that 

.4 very specific report induction of DNa 
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: single strand breaks dated September 2. 

1 what you are asking me? ! 

: 1991 I asked you who you talked to 

2 Q No. no. I'm sure you will But 

j about this report. 

3 what I am asking you sir, is. was the 1 

i A ! believe I talked to Ray 

4 report edited afttr Massey and Godfrey ! 

5 Thornton. I believe I perhaps talked to 

5 wrote it and then sent on to you or was it 

6 Alan Heard about it. 

f edited before they wrote it? 

‘ o You didn't talk to them before 

7 a I don't know 

* it was issued, did you? 

3 Q. Okay. Have we got all of the 

9 a I probably talked to them after 

9 bases for your allegation that this report 

;0 it was issued, yes But excuse me. 1 

10 was edited? Was it totally based upon 

: l believe 1 may have talked to Ray Thornton 

11 communication you had with Ray Thornton ’ 

:: before it was issued. 

12 a Ray Thornton and the 

13 Q Okav. Did you talk to him afteT 

1 3 understanding with the exisnng process 

14 it was issued? 

14 was by the memorandum of January. 1990. 

:• a No. I can't recall 

15 You remember that, don't you? 

16 specifically, no 

16 Q There is nothing in that 

l* Q Do you know any other •• 

17 memorandum about this report research 

is strike that. Now, when did Ray Thornton 

18 report, sir. not a thing, absolutely 

'. 19 tell vou he and Kendnck Wells got 

19 nothing. Nilch. nitsch, nothing, nada. 

20 together and edited this report? 

20 nothing, it ain't there. 

2 ! A I can't recall, sometime before 

21 A There isn't? 

:: the report was issued. 

22 Q So what is the basis for your 

23 Q And it’s your testimony that 

23 understanding, just Ray Thornton; right 1 

24 they edited the report and edited out data 

24 a And the exisnng policy. 

Page 3147 
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. that Massey and Godfrey had originally put 

l Established in January of 1990. 

2 in the report? 

2 Q The existing policy did not say 

3 a. That may have been that draft 

i 3 induction of Dna single strand breaks will 

4 report, yes. 

4 be edited? 

5 Q Okay. Let me ask you this sir. 

5 A. No. 

6 do vou know Messrs. Massey and Godfrey? 

6 Q The existing policy didn't say 

■ a Yes 

i * anything about this research? 

S Q Do vou know them well? 

: 8 a. Ii sure did. it said all 

9 A No. 

9 research will be vetted by the attorneys; 

10 Q Okay Do you know if they are 

;o that's what it said 

n - do vou have - have you seen other 

r. Q It didn't say that sir. 

12 scientific work that they have performed' 1 

1 2 a Let's get it out and go through 

U a 1 am sure I have in my course of 

13 it. 

I* employment, yes. 

14 q You want to review a 

:i Q Okav. Is it your claim, sir. 

15 confidential attorney-client privilege 

16 that *- well, strike that. 

; 16 document on the record to try to 

I* Is it your claim, sir. that they 

; substantiate a wild claim that you have 

18 participated in the editing of this 

18 made And 1 am going to tell you right 

19 report, or was this report edited without 

; 19 now. sir. it ain't going to be done You 

20 their knowledge 1 

120 have got to substantiate that with facts. 

2: a 1 have no idea. 

i3i We are talking about a specific report. 

22 Q What’s your claim? 1 mean 

! 22 You have to establish with specific facts 

23 A I'm not claiming anything You 

23 the basis for your claim that Ray Thornton 

2» want me to make another claim' 1 Is that 

34 and Kendrick Wells edited the information 


Page 3146 - Pag: 3'.49 

Curtin. Schneider & Lawrrv 562630852 


http://legacy.library.ucsKeda/tidM|n^)^aQ0/(pafdustrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ktfl0001 



B&W i PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 


Brown & Williamson vs Wigand 
Volume 17 


Muiti-Page 


11/14/96 


. about other tobacco brands tested before 
: Massey and Godfrey submitted it. 

• A 1 will submit to you, Mr 

4 Sheffler. when we have an opportunity to 

5 do discovery, we will be able to establish 

6 my claims 

- q Do you have any basis as you sit 

8 here today, other than your conversations 

9 with Thornton, to substantiate that claim' 7 
1 C a And my memory of. What was the 

11 existing policy. 

12 Q Okay. 

13 a. That was established m - 
‘.t Q Let's put this policy aside. 

15 a Let s not put the policy aside 

16 because it demonstrates a policy that was 
l" being followed. 

18 q It doesn’t demonstrate a thing. 

19 Put the policy aside. -And answer my 

20 quesnon. Other than Ray Thornton, do you 

21 have any factual basis for your claim that 

22 report AD 219a was edited 7 

23 A No Not right now. 

21 Q Okay. And as I understand your 


Psge 3 i 5C ■ 
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i very well be fraudulent is your claim 7 
2 ’ .a. Yeah, it could be. I think the 

3 Deadwood memo clearly says that, 
i MS WERTHEIMER Wan, wait. 

< wait Are you claiming that the fact that 
6 it says SSW in the date is somehow 
■ fraudulent? 

8 THE WITNESS. Oh. no. 

9 Q That was my question. 

I :o MS WERTHEIMER Wasn’t that the 
1 li question Mr. Sheffler asked 7 

12 a I'm not claiming that's 

13 fraudulent. 

I ia q So you do state that there is 
115 affixed to the report a stamped receipt 
16 from JSW Wigand dated September 10. 1991. 
iP you do recognize that 7 
i 18 a Yes. 1 recognize that, 
j 19 Q And you do recognize that that 
120 receipt indicates that you received the 
21 report from Southampton, is that true 7 
j 22 a l didn't say that. It says that 

123 I received the report. 

124 Q. You could have received the 
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claim, your claim now is that rd 2194 was 
sent not to Kendrick Wells, but to you 
directly? 

A I didn't say that, it may have, 
gone through Kendnck Wells and it may 
have been sent directly. 1 can't recall 
specifically. 

q Now. why sir would it have gone 
through Kendnck Wells? 
a Kendnck Wells edited it to the 
begin with and Ray Thornton sent it to him 
or Alan Heard or Baker, make sure your 
edits are all incorporated; that would be 
one way 

q Then he sent it to you? 
a Then released it on. Fine, let 
the report go. 

Q That’s your claim? 

A That's not a claim. That's an 

explanation of what happened. You asked 
me 

Q So when it's stamped, the 
stamped receipt, you are claiming that 
that was somehow or another, that could 


report from Kendnck Wells, not 

2 Southampton 7 

3 a Yes. 

1 4 q You are still maintaining that? 

5 a Yes. 

' 6 Q Even though you stamped your 

’ stamp or affixed your stamp to a receipt 

8 from Southampton, saying that you received 

9 the report? You are saying that that is 

10 false 7 

1 ! a I'm saying there could be other 
explanations. 1 say that was stamped by 
:13 my secretary 
;4 q She could- 

15 a When the report was received m 

16 my office, it was stamped. 

. it Q Are you saving tha' your 
.8 secretary -- Martha Thomas was vour 
,9 secretary in 1991. wasn't she? 

20 a I believe so, yes. 

21 q Are you saying Martha T!x>mas 

22 affixed your sump to a receipt indicating 

23 that your office had received the report 

24 from Southampton - you are saying she did 
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; that improperly? 

. back. Or three, the report wis sent to 

2 a 1 don't think I'm saying that. 

- Kendrick Wells, and then Kendrick Weils 

J Q So then she did receive the 

3 gave it to Martha Thomas'’ 

a report from Southampton? 

4 a Or sent it to my office mail and 

f a 1 can't say that she received 

5 when the receipt was attached to it she 

" the report from Southampton. 

6 stamped it. That's a possibility, isn't 

‘ Q Would she have affixed her stamp 

' it. 

5 to the receipt if she hadn't? 

8 Q And indicated to Southampton 

9 a I don’t know. You will have to 

9 that she received the report from them 

ic ask Martha Thomas that. 

10 when she got it from somebody else’ 

;i q You don’t know? 

11 a. Indicated that I received the 

12 a I don’t know 

12 report. 

13 Q You know your office practices 

13 Q The receipt sir. is a receipt 

u and you know what your instructions to 

14 from FRC to the sendee, is it not? 

15 your secretary were 

is a 1 think it says the following 

ISA Stamp everything that came in. 

16 document has been received; that’s all it 

1 " She did not ask to log on where the 

it acknowledges, the document has been 

is package or where it emanated from 

18 received. 

:9 q The receipt, sir, the receipt 

19 Q And the recipient is to stamp 

:o says it emanated from Southampton and 

20 It? 

21 there was -- let’s get this straight. 

21 a. Yeah. 

:: When they sent these reports out to these 

22 Q Now. would Martha Thomas stamp 

23 14 or 15 distributees, each one of them 

23 it if she wasn’t the recipient’ 

24 were accompanied with a receipt, and the 

24 a She was the recipient. 

Page 3155 
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1 person getting the report was supposed to 

i Q The directory recipient from 

2 stamp the receipt and send it back so that 

2 Southampton, sir. 

3 the Southampton issuer would know that the 

3 a I tn questioning the w-ord direct 

4 report in fact got lo the person tt was 

4 She received it. Does it say it came 

5 supposed to get to’’ 

< direct from Southampton? I don’t know 

6 A I’m not saying it didn’t get to 

6 Q Would she stamp a report saying 

‘ me. 

- she received it when she didn’t receive it 

IQ It’s supposed to get there 

8 and n was received by somebody else’ 

9 directly. That’s what the receipt 

5 a 1 don’t know, I’m not suggesting 

;o indicates. The receipt indicates that the 

1 C that. All I’m saying is when it reached 

11 report got to you? 

i! Martha Thomas' desk, she stamped it. 

12 a Yeah, it does. I’m not 

12 0 1 think you have to say because. 

1 3 disputing that 

1 3 you gave her instructions. Would you have 

14 q Directly from Southampton? 

1 4 instructed her to stamp as the recipient 

15 a I 1 m disputing that. 

i; of reports from the FRC when she wasn't 

16 Q You are not disputing that? 

16 the recipient of the report from the FRC’ 

n a I'm disputing that. 

:r A No. 3 would not have instructed 

13 Q What is - okay Either one 

16 herthat. But-- 

19 of three things could have happened. One, 

19 Q Would she have done that on her 

20 you never got the report, and we have 

;20 own’ 

2 i shown that you have. Two. you goi the 

2 i a I don’t think so. 

22 report, and Martha Thomas, because you 

:: q Okay Then when she stamped it 

23 didn't stamp it. got the report from 

23 that means she received it from the FRC 

24 Southampton and stamped it and sent it 

24 correct’ 
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: q 93, Exhibit 93? 

i introduction, it talks about -- 

: a Okav. 

2 Q Sir. let me ask you this, while 

3 Q Refemng to the report that was 

3 you were at Brown & Williamson, did you 

a issued as a result of the research report 

j look at this document? 

5 for additional bioassays'’ 

5 A 1 believe I did. yes. 

6 a 1 believe so. 

6 Q Do you know whether or not the 

■ 0 Okav. And vou do recognize sir 

* induction of DNa single strand breaks of 

8 that the objection of this was to develop 

8 mammalian cells m vitro was a methodology 

9 and evaluate the response of smoke systems 

9 that was appropriate for testing tobacco 

;o 'used in mammalian cells you do recognize 

10 smoke’ 

.1 that:’ 

1 : a 1 think it was an appropriate 

i: a 1 think that’s what this 

12 method yeah. 

13 specific report deals with yes. 

13 Q Do you know whether or not there 

n q Developing a test methodology. 

la was a problem with the whole smoke 

15 correct’ 

15 collection with respect to this test’ 

16 a Or confirming a test 

16 a 1 think what they are 

it methodology 

1 ? demonstrating is that there is some 

18 0 All right. It was to develop 

18 problems, but also they have demonstrated 

19 and evaluate the response of smoke m 

19 that the work by Nakiama indicates it is a 

20 systems using mammalian cells’ 

20 ' good test for m vitro testing of tobacco 

21 A Yes. 

21 smoke. 

:: Q It was test methodology 

22 Q Do you know anything, sir. that 

23 development; correct - ’ 

23 would state that the conclusion that it is 

:« a Validation of test methodology 

24 recommended that this method should not be 
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1 has already been developed. 

i used for the examination of tobacco 

2 Q Are vou saying, sir. you 

2 products - do you know of anything that 

3 disagree with the conclusion of the 

3 would say that that conclusion was 

4 authors that this test methodology was 

4 changed’ 

5 inappropriate for whole smoke analysis 

1 5 a 1 can't tell by this document. 

6 given the collection system s response 

6 no. 

' difficulties? 

' Q I’m not asking about this 

8 a 1 would have to go review this 

8 document. I’m asking because you were 

9 really thoroughly again to make that 

« there and you were head of R & D and 

to technical answer. 

10 supposedly you had some knowledge of what 

11 Q It’s the basic conclusion of the 

11 was going on? 

12 report As I understand it, they said. 

12 THE COURT. Hold on’ 

n hey here is a new system out here. 

1 3 a Repeat the question 

1 * somebody has suggested that this is a 

14 Q You supposedly had some 

! 5 system you can use for tobacco smoke. So 

15 knowledge of what was going on at R & D’ 

16 let’s see if we can do it, first of all. 

: ie a Yes, 1 did. 

r So they did it, they looked to see if 

q You did some have some knowledge 

is there were problems using it. and they 

is of what was going on R & D? 

19 found that there were problems and then 

19 a Yes, 1 did. 

20 they said based on the problems, we can't 

. 20 Q Lei me ask you this. sir. if 

2 : do it. 

;i your staff -- as a vice president of R & 

22 a ! can probably provide other 

D, if your staff had found such problems 

23 interpretations. I mean if I go thoroughly 

23 with the test methodology, would you 

24 through this document and I look at the 

24 recommend that they apply it to cigarette 
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! MR SHEfR.fcR. What we will do. 1 

i MS WERTHEIMER He has amended 

: THE COURT Do you warn to 

2 that testimony. 

! change the number? 

3 Q 1 know. Now, you have amended 

- MR. SHEFFLER. Why don’t we just 

4 it because you saw the report R St D 2194 

: change the sticker and make this 94 

5 which dealt directly with this, nght’’ 

s (Discussion held off the 

6 a In July you handed me a stack of 

‘ record.) 

7 papers and 1 looked through them and that 

8 Q I handed vou what has been 

8 was my note at that tune. 

9 marked as Exhibit 94 is of R & 0 2194. 

9 Q Okay. But now you do recall you 

:o isn't it? 

:0 received at least one report directed to 

: i a This one is. 

: l that area, nght? 

j; q And it is of a receipt that was 

;2 a. Urn-hum. 

13 requested by the Fundamental -- by the 

13 Q This contentious area. 

u central records of the Fundamental 

14 biotestmg and bioassay that you claim 

1 5 Research Center so that they could 

15 Kendrick Wells kept from you, you received 

hi ascertain who received the following 

16 a report — at least one report of this 

i' document R & D 2194, and is that your 

P very thing; right? 

is stamp attached? 

18 a He kept pans of it from me. 

19 a 1 believe it is, yes. 

19 yes. Oo ahead. They were sanitized, what 

20 Q JS» September 10, 1991. So you 

20 -1 received. 

21 did get. according to this, copy number 

21 Q Let me ask you this, sir. is it 

22 five as well as copy number four of the 

22 your testimony now that it is not true to 

23 report? 

23 say that all biotesting and bioassay 

24 a It appears, yes. by what you 

2* research done at Southampton were kept 
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l have shown me, yes. 

i from Jeffrey Wigand. That's not true, is 

2 Q Okay. Now, were there any other 

: it? 

3 reports to your knowledge that were 

3 a Not all, no. 

4 generated as a result of the project area 

» q And if you had ever given tie 

5 that we have been talking about m this 

} impression that the research reports on 

6 summary review notes, project area 

6 biotestmg and bioassay were kept from 

- 901.10.100? 

■ you - and by that I mean ail research 

8 A I can't recall at this time 

6 reports and biotesting and bioassay were 

9 without having looked at the document. 

9 kept from you - that would not be a 

10 q Let me just--we will just 

;0 correct impression to leave with others, 

11 trace the history ho®- Earlier you 

would it? 

12 testified. afteT reviewing the project 

,2 a 1 can't control that impression. 

n status review notes, that you never got 

: 3 Q It wouldn’t be correct, would 

14 any reports from that. The only thing you 

14 «? 

1 5 had was the summary report which was 

15 A I don't control impressions 

16 reported in the status review notes. 

;sQ It wouldn't be correct, would 

1? a I'm sorry, you will have to say 

i- it? 

:8 that again I don’t think you said 

.18 a I don’t know 1 can't answer 

19 something correct. 

19 that. 

20 Q When you testified earlier, sir. 

j;c q Would it be correct, sit, to say 

21 you testified that vour note was correct 

■ ; i that reports of research of other noxae 

22 that the only report you received was a 

22 were kept from you; would that be correct? 

23 summary report of additional bioassay 

23 a Certain segments of it were 

24 work, project area 901.10.100. 

;4 definitely kept from me. yes. 
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: Q Certain segments of it. It 

1 Williamson? 

: wouldn't be correct to say that all the 

2 a. I believe I did 

:■ repons were kept from you. would it? 

3 Q Did you use your words as 

a a 1 don't think I said all. 

« carefully as you do when you are writing 

5 Q Sir. have you said that research 

5 scientific reports, for example’’ 

‘ on other noxae were kept from you by 

6 a 1 try to. 

’ Kendrick Wells? Have you made that 

7 Q And you understand that one of 

» statement 

8 the efforts in communicating with others 

v a I believe I may have made that 

9 on a scientific basis is to be as accurate 

to statement. 

10 as you can? 

! i Q When you made that statement you 

11 a. Um-hum. 

:: didn't mean that all research reports of 

12 Q And you have to understand how 

i J other noxae were kept from you, did you? 

13 the listener will interpret the 

1 1 A Did 1 say all reports? 

14 information you give so that it will be 

15 Q You just said the research 

1 5 accurately conveyed, correct? 

16 repons. 

16 A That scienufic report, yes. 

r a Did 1 say all research reports. 

17 Q When you make a statement that 

IS Mr. Sheffler? 

18 research on other noxae was kept from me 

19 mr ALDOCK Answer the 

19 by Kendnck Wells, how do you think that 

20 question. 

20 would be interpreted by the listener' 1 

2 1 Q One of the problems I have, sir, 

21 a. I don't know. 

22 when you make the claim that research 

22 Q How did you want the listener to 

23 reports on a certain subject were kept 

23 interpret it? 

:■» from me, the listener can very well 

24 a Other than the research report 
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1 interpret that to mean all of them - 

t was kept from me. Did 1 say all research. 

: a Okay 

2 did 1 say some research 1 1 said research. 

3 Q. -couldn’t he? 

3 q Well, sir -- okay. Well, the 

a a. He could or she could. 

4 point is, sir. what was your intent in 

i 5 Q Okay. But you didn't mean that. 

5 communicating that information? What was 

6 did you' 1 

6 your intent? 

THE COURT; Dr. Wigand, did you 

' a Conveying the truth. 

s limit your remark to some of the reports 

B Q Okay And the truth is what? 

9 were kept from you or did you just say the 

9 Some research was kept from you? Is that 

:o reports were kept? 

:0 what you claim the truth is? 

i: the witness; i said reports. 

11 a Reports. 

i: 3Y MR SHEFFLER. 

12 Q Some research -- let's talk 

1 3 Q So you didn't say some, you just 

ij about other noxae. What is the truth 

1* said the reports? 

ij about other noxae 1 What is the truth 

IS a Nor did 1 say all 

1 5 about the research reports from 

16 Q Did you try to convey the 

16 Southampton on other noxae? What's the 

17 impression that only some of the reports 

f truth 1 

18 were kept from you when you made that 

:8 a That some reports or some of the 

19 statement? 

:9 data- 

2C a No. I didn't try to convey any 

20 Q No. no, no. you can't say - you 

a impression, specific impression. 

2 ; see if you say some of the reports or some 

22 q Did you use your words 

22 of the data it’s an ambiguous answer. I m 

23 carefully, su. when you were making 

23 sorry, Mr Wigand, that's not really going 

24 statements publicly about Brown & 

24 to help me in understanding what your 
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; claim is. 

1 scientific document that ever is created a 

; What is your claim about the 

2 scientist will always edit his report? 

i research reports from Southampton on other 

3 a And I also believe that 

j noxae? 

•i scientific reports were edited according 

; a Repons were withheld from me. 

5 to policy established in 1990 

s Cj Research reports' 1 

6 MS WERTHEIMER With respect to 

■ a L'm-hum. 

7 noxae? That is what he is asking 

8 Q Final research reports' 1 

8 THE WITNESS With respect to 

9 a Pardon me. 1 didn't say that. 

9 noxae, yes. 

.0 Q All research reports? 

10 BY MR. SHEFFLER 

; : a I didn't sav -- 

• i q I understand that you believe 

12 MS WERTHEIMER The question 

12 that there is some policy about other 

.3 is. were final research reports withheld 

n noxae m 1990. And there may or there may 

14 from you? 

14 not be and we will get to that ai another 

15 THE WITNESS N'O. 

15 time. Right now we are dealing with 

is Q Did you get them all? 

16 research reports. And let's start from 

1 * a To the best of my knowledge 1 

1 ’ the very beginning. 

is may have gotten them all. 

18 When a scientist does an 

19 Q Okay So would it be incorrect. 

19 experiment, he corroborates with others 

20 sir, to say that research reports from 

20 - perhaps in doing an experiment, he sets up 

21 Southampton were withheld from you on the 

21 a protocol, doesn't he? 

22 subject of other noxae? 

22 a I would imagine they do. 

23 A No. 1 don't think it's 

23 Q Have you ever reviewed people 

24 inaccurate. 1 think what I am trying to 

24 who •• I know you don't do bench work 
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i convey - what I will convey and explain 

I but haven’t you upon occasion had the 

: now is that some elements of it were kept 

2 opportunity to review people who actually 

3 from me Did I get the general edited 

3 do scientific work? 

4 final reports’’ Yes. I did. 

4 a Yes. 

5 Q So you got all of the final 

5 Q And when real scientists do 

6 reports of research and other noxac from 

6 scientific work - 

* Southampton? 

7 a What’s the difference between 

8 a Let's use my words. 1 got final 

8 real scientists and a scientist 1 

9 edited and verted reports, yes. 

9 q You hold yourself out as a 

10 Q Can you use my words, sir? 

10 scientist but you don't do amual bench 

i. A No, uh-uh. 

11 work; right? 

■ 2 Q So every research report you got 

12 a. What's the difference between a 

13 from Southampton on other noxae was edited 

13 real scientist and a scientist here 1 

M or verted -1 

u q For the purpose of my question, 

15 a. In some way, shape or form. yes. 

15 sir -- well, I will withdraw it and 

is they were all edited. 

16 rephrase the question. 

17 Q Okay Were these edits done by 

r When scientists who do research 

18 Kendrick Wells? 

is set up an experiment, they wet up a 

19 a Every edit I don't believe so. 

:9 protocol, correct? 

20 Q Were they done bv the scientist 

: 20 a Usually. 

21 who wrote the reports themselves? 

z: 0 And they have in that protocol a 

22 a 1 imagine some editing went on 

22 test methodology and certain goals that 

23 bv the scientists 

23 they are going to test, certain hypotheses 

:i Q Sir. isn't that true with every 

24 that thev are going to explore, correct 1 
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i a Yes 

1 been referring to in this entire 

: o And when they get their data. 

2 deposition or you mean it as a phrase as a 

;• they may write various interim reports of 

3 general practice. 

J that data for themselves as the project is 

4 a. It was an established practice 

5 ongoing, correct? 

; and the policy that was talked about with 

t a Thev could. 

6 all the R & D people and the lawyers in 

' Q And as they collect their data 

7 New York in January of 1990 that clearly 

8 and wnte these various interim reports. 

8 established how research repons of the 

9 they will be creating the information that 

9 group were going to be handled 

:o thev will embody as they conclude their 

10 Q Let me ask you this. sir. If 

11 experiment and make a final report; 

11 you hadn t been at that meeting -- let's 

12 correct? 

12 just put this aside for a moment. You 

n a Could be. ves. 

13 understand that there are a lot of tunes 

14 q And when they make that final 

M when there will be discussions about 

I? report of their research project and 

15 establishing a new policy to do one thing 

is experiment, thev may send it to their 

16 or another That many times may never be 

I" secretary to have typed up and when it 

17 carried out. You understand that, don t 

; 8 comes back to them, they mav edit it; 

18 you? 

.9 right 1 

19 A Sure, why have the meeting 

20 a. That's one form of editing, yes. 

20 ' though? 

:i Q They made edit the grammar; 

21 Q Well, aren t there meetings all 

22 right 1 

22 the time to discuss whether we are going 

2) A They may personally do that. 

23 to get involved in this project, in that 

24 yes 

24 project do this kind of marketing 
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i Q They may edit the conclusions 

i strategy, do that kind of marketing 

2 after reviewing the data again. They may 

2 strategy, but they are not all earned 

3 edit it themselves on the basts that the 

3 out. are they 1 

4 conclusions were not accurately stated. 

a a. That’s always possible, yes. 

5 nght 1 

5 Q You know that happens. Thai 

6 A I think that's a fan •• 

6 happens all the time in major 

* Q That's what a careful scientist 

- corporations. They always have 

8 does, isn't it? 

8 brainstorming sessions where they come up 

9 a Yes. 

9 with all kinds of ideas and many of them 

10 o Now. when you say that you got 

10 are never earned out; isn't that true? 

1 i the final research repons and other noxae 

11 a. I would submit to you that the 

from Southampton and they were all edited. 

12 January 1990 meeting was not a 

1 3 they were all edited more likely than not 

1 3 brainstorming session. 

H by scientists who created them; correct? 

i4 q Whatever it may be. 

li a Above and beyond that there was 

■; a Excuse me. 

16 editing by lawyers. 

if q I don’t want to get into it. 

17 Q Okay. Now, axe you saving that 

i • That s not responsive to my question. 

19 all of the reports on other noxae from 

! is a You don't have to get into it. 

19 Southampton were edited by lawyers? 

19 MR ALDOCK What's the pending 

20 a I say there was a general 

20 question 1 

:i policy, yes. 

2i q The question was. isn't it 

22 q 1 don't know what general policy 

:: always a practice at corporations, like 

23 means I really don’t know whether you 

! 23 Brown & Williamson, to have many 

:i are referring to some policy that you have 

:a brainstorming sessions to develop policies 

n _■> i o ^ n„ 
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. Q Were ail reports of other noxae 

i Q That means some pans of the 

: on mtrosamines and Dna adducts withheld 

2 ' research reports? 

:> tram you 1 

3 A Yes. I got the final reports 

» a All reports 1 

a Some of the research - 

5 Q Yes. Strike that. 

? Q Wait a minute, sir. You see, we 

i You told me you got them all. 

6 have got to go one step at a tune. What 1 

' You got them all; right 1 

' am asking you right now, and then we will 

5 a In the end. yes. 

S get into the different parts of it, okay. 

9 Q So it's inappropriate to say 

9 And maybe my question was unclear but I'm 

10 research reports were withheld from you 

10 going to ask it again in another way 

1 ! because you got them all, right? 

11 .Are you claiming, sir, that 

i: ms WERTHEIMER He testified 

12 there were research reports from 

n that he got the final research reports. 

13 Southampton, emanating from Southampton 

14 q We have established what that 

14 that were not sent to you? 

15 is. 

15 MS WERTHEIMER He is asking 

16 a. Final edited research reports, 

16 about the reports. 

l* ves, I got those. 

i’ THE WITNESS Final reports? 

18 Q Okay. You got the final reports 

:8 O .Any reports of research from 

19 of all research that emanated from the 

:9 Southampton. Now. you see, I don't know 

20 Southampton to vour knowledge 1 

20 what a final report is in vour mind. 

2: A. I believe so, yeah. 

21 There is formal reports according to 

22 Q And you are not claiming, as you 

22 Baker, he says you got them all. He has 

23 have previously, that that "all" did not 

23 got a receipt for every one of them. They 

24 come to you? 

24 are all sequenuallv numbered. We can 
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1 a I didn't say all. 

l show you every one of them and you have 

2 MR SHEFFLER. Would you read 

: got a receipt signed, dated by you. boom. 

3 back the question 1 asked before this? 

5 or your secretary, for every single 

J MS WERTHEIMER He is taking 

4 research report that emanated from 

5 issue with your question. Bruce. He is 

‘ Southampton. 

5 taking issue with your characterization of 

« MR aldock. Formal research 

r his your prior testimony. That's where we 

’ report. 

i are. 

8 Q Formal research report. Is that 

9 MR SHEFFLER Okay. Can you 

9 true or false? 

10 read the question that I -- 

10 a I believe that's correct. 

11 MS WERTHEIMER- Here is the 

1 ; q Now. is it your testimony that 

12 question. And you are not claiming, as 

i : the - strike that. 

13 you have previously, that "all" did not 

II When we talk about a formal 

.4 come to you? 

■ 14 research report, it's my understandmg 

15 MR SHEFFLER Okay. Let me ask 

;5 that that means it's a report that was 

16 the question with the without the "as 

;6 written by the scientist who conducted the 

I 7 previously" in there. 

l' experiment and it was his reporting of the 

18 BY MR SHEFFLER 

is conclusions of that test. Is that your 

19 Q You are not claiming that some 

19 understanding? 

20 of the research reports on other noxae 

;o a After review not only by 

2 1 emanating from Southampton were not sent 

; i scientist but also by his management and 

22 to Jeffrey Wigand. are you? 

22 also by the lawyers. That was the final 

23 A Some parts of the research were 

• 23 report. 

24 never sent to me. 

24 q Now. sir. who reviewed -- you 
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: say by his management and by the lawyers 

1 Q Could it be 1 

: Now. I understand that what you are 

2 a 1 don t think it's thousands. 

’ testifying here is that the lawyer who 

3 0 You have no idea 1 

•j reviewed this was Kendrick Weils, right? 

4 a Thousands 1 

5 a. Kendnck Weils reviewed here and 

5 Q You really don't know? 

6 ai Brown & Williamson, yes. 

6 A. No. I have no idea Was it 

' Q And it's your view that he 

’ thousands' 1 No. 1 don't think it was 

9 reviewed ail the reports on other noxae? 

8 thousands. 

9 a It s my belief. 

9 Q Would it true to say, sir. there 

13 Q Did he review all the 

10 were thousands of pages of paper of 

1 : contentious reports? 

11 research reports emanating out of 

12 a To my belief 1 believe he did. 

i2 Southampton? 

: 3 Q And is it your testimony, sir, 

13 a. Thousands of pages; that could 

.4 that he was the one who decided what was 

14 be a fair assumption, yeah. 

:5 contentious and what wasn't? 

15 Q And you claim that Kendnck 

16 a 1 believe he had a large degree 

16 Wells sat down there and read all those 

r of influence on it, yes. 

17 reports to find out what was contentious 

18 Q But m terms of deciding which 

18 and not? 

i« report was contentious and which report 

19 a. 1 believe Kendnck Wells was 

20 wasn't, it was his decision? 

20 involved in that process, yes. 

21 a I believe it was his decision. 

21 Q You said it was Kendnck 

22 ves. 

22 Wells -- you have testified that it was 

23 Q And that was for each individual 

23 him, he is the one. Do you think that 

24 report, he made that call? . 

24 Kendnck Wells could physically do what 
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l a After 1990 1 believe, ves. 

1 was necessary to review all the research 

2 Q Do vou realize how manv research 

2 repons from Southampton, edit them, send 

3 reports emanated out of Southampton 

3 them back, have them redone and sent here; 

4 between ) 990 and the time you were fired? 

4 is that your claim? 

5 a 1 would say by the time 1990 

; a That's possible 

6 rolled around it was an established 

6 Q Is it truly possible? 

' practice We went through a whole - 

- A All 1 can say is Kendnck Wells 

8 Q Wait. watt. wait. You have to 

3 was directly involved in vetting and, 

9 answer my question. 

9 research reports. 

10 MS. WERTHEIMER No. no, that's 

i0 Q You said that. But isn t it 

11 not his question. The question is. how 

i. impossible for one man to do all that 1 

i 2 many •• 

12 a I don't know. Is it? 

13 MR SHEFFLER Do you know bow 

!3 Q You didn't even read all the 

14 many reports - 

;4 reports that came to you; did you? j 

15 MS WERTHEIMER: Do you realize 

i;; a I generally read all the 

1 6 how many research reports emanated out of 

is reports, yes. 

ir Southampton The number he ts asking. 

r Q Well, okay Did you — sir. is 

.8 Between 1990 and March of 1993? 

:s it your claim that there were research 

19 THE WITNESS No. 1 don't. 

: is reports sent to B & W, reviewed by Mr. 

20 BY MR. SHEFFLER: 

20 Wells, sent back to Southampton to be 

2i Q Hundreds' 1 

21 edited, and then sent back to B & W. is 

22 a I don't know. 

22 that your testimony 1 

23 Q Could it be thousands? 

23 When did these edits take place 

24 a. Of formal research reports' 1 

24 by Kendnck Wells 1 

Dana * 1 2.1 . P'..t> % *V 
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: a Before the reports were issued. 

l at the time you were there from 1990. or 

: Q Before the repons were issued 1 

2 whatever day you want to use, on? 

3 a Yes. 

3 A I believe that was the practice 

a Q So it’s not correct to say the 

4 Part of it. 

5 research reports were sent to Kendrick 

5 Q Sir, if 1 have documents and I 

6 Wells, reviewed by him. and then sent to 

6 do have them - 

* you? That's not correct, is it? 

a MR ALDOCK Excuse me. your 

8 a Why isn't it 1 

8 Honor. I'm finding that distracting. The 

9 q Did he deliver you any research 

9 phone call. Why does it's have to be in 

10 reports 1 

10 this room 1 

11 a Did he deliver 1 

11 THE COURT Okay. 1 think Mr. 

12 Q No. through inter-office mail 

12 MUliman gave us the high sign anyway. He 

13 Did the repons come to you from Kendnck 

[3 said five minutes, it’s been more than 

M Wells, yes or no? 

14 that. 

15 a I believe from time to time 

15 MR ALDOCK. Because I'm trying 

16 reports did come to me from Kendnck 

16 to listen to the witness. It's relevant 

P Wells. Did all repons come through 

i? to what's going on here. 

18 KendnckWells.no. 

is THE COURT Let's go off the 

is Q I don't understand the policy at 

19 record a minute. 

20 all. At one point in time you told me - 

20' THE viDEOGRAPHER. Going off the 

21 a. Let me explain to you how the 

21 record at 12:40. 

22 policy evolved and maybe that will you 

22 (Recess taken.) 

23 understand the framing. 

23 THE VIDEOGRAPHER. Back on the 

24 Q Of the reports and the transfers 

24 record, the time is approximately 1.16. 

Page 3199 
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i from Southampton to Kendncks? 

1 BY MR SHEFFLER: 

2 a The whole cultural -• 

2 Q Mr. Wigand. 1 just want to 

| 3 Q I don't want to know anything 

3 review with you my understanding of the 

a about culture, we are dealing with facts. 

4 document distribution of the frc reports 

5 A 1 m going to give you facts. 

5 When an FRC report was distributed from 

6 MR ALDOCK There ts no 

6 Southampton, was it distributed during the 

* question pending What s the question. 

" tune frame that you were at Brown & 

8 q The question is. su. did 

8 Williamson to you? 

9 reports emanate from Southampton, go to 

9 a FRC final repons 1 

10 Kendnck W'ells. and then from Kendnck 

io Q Well, let's stan with FRC final 

ii Wells to you? 

!. reports 

12 a On occasion, yes. 

12 a Okay. Did I receive copies of 

13 Q Okay Did reports coming from 

■ 13 distribution? Yes. 

14 Southampton to Kendnck Wells to you gr. 

14 ms Wertheimer Of every frc 

is stamped with attorney-client privilege 

15 final report, that's the question. 

16 confidennal? 

.16 THE WITNESS I believe so. 

p A 1 believe so. 

;7 Q Okay. Now. did you receive 

18 Q Okay If there is -- strike 

18 these repons. you or your office or your 

19 that. 

19 secretary, from the FRC directly or did 

20 Wert there reports of other 

j 20 you receive these reports from Kendnck 

2i noxae sent from Southampton to Kendnck 

::i Wells or some other source? 

22 Wells to be delivered to vou? 

! 22 a I believe 1 stated before that I 

23 a I believe so. 

‘■2} received some from FRC and I believe 1 

24 o W’as that the practice m place 

24 received some from Kendnck Wells, through 

_ _ 7 1 t*lO _ D-i.« ' 1 
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i Kendnck Wells. 

! Southampton - 

: Q Now. the reports that you 

2 MS WERTHEIMER Like this 1 

J received through Kendnck Wells, were they 

3 Q -- like RD 2194 Did those come 

4 stamped with an attorney-client privilege 

4 to you directly from Southampton or did j 

5 stamp? 

5 they come to you in pan through Kendnck 

6 THE court .Are you asking him 

6 Wells 1 

* any of them or all of them that he 

7 a 1 think that's correct, in pan 

8 received from Kendrick Wells? 

8 through FRC and in pan from Kendnck 

9 q Were all of the reports that you 

9 Wells. 

io received from Kendnck Wells stamped with 

ij Q. Now, the final research reports 

li an attorney-client pnvilege stamp? 

11 or the formal research reports, whatever 

12 A No. 

12 way you want to term it, such as RD 2194. 

13 Q Were some of the repons that 

13 were any of those stamped with 

H you received stamped with an 

14 attorney-client confidential 1 

13 attorney-chert pnvilege stamp? 

15 A No. 

16 MR ALDOCK. Sul! on the final 

16 Q None of them? 

17 reports 1 

17 .v No. 

IS O Final repons. nght. 

:8 Q Okay. Now. the reports that you 

19 a To my recollection, yes. 

19 got, that you claim you got from Kendnck 

20 Q Sir, what were the areas of 

20 Wells -- and again, we are dealing with 

:i final reports that were stamped with an 

2! the final research repons such as RD 

22 artomey-cbent pnvilege stamp from 

22 2194. What areas did those reports deal 

23 Kendnck Wells? 

23 with? 

24 a 1 can only give you in general. 

24 a The final reports from 1 

Page 5203 

Page 5205 

l I would say they cover the areas of 

l Q The final repons that you got 

2 biological research, SftG research. 

2 from Kendnck Wells. What areas of 

3 nicotine -- 

3 research did they deal with? 

4 MR ALDOCK This is the final 

4 a Biological research, scientific 

5 formal reports 1 

? research group, nicotine, any type of 

6 MR. SHEFFLER: That's what I am 

6 human studies that may have been done. 

7 talking about. 

7 That's what comes to mind nght now 

s THE WITNESS I'm sorry 

8 q Now. sir. bear with me. but are 

9 Restate your question again. 

9 we talking about the final research 

10 BY MR SHEFFLER: 

to reports with the prefixes RD. T or P that 

1 1 Q Okay. The final research 

11 came from Southampton. 

12 reports that you received from Kendnck 

:: a I don’t know what those prefixes 

13 Wells with the stamp attorney-client 

1 3 mean at this time. 

M privilege, what subject areas did they 

u q To your knowledge, sir, were 

i 5 deal with? 

12 there any other research reports emanating 

16 MR aLDOCK Were there any? 

16 out of Southampton except those 

17 MS WERTHEIMER He has already 

1 7 denominated by RD. T and P 1 

18 testified that there were some. 

IS A 1 can't answer that question 

19 MR. ALDOCK Final formal 

.is o Well, you were there for four 

20 reports, okay. 

20 years, you were the head of R & D, 

21 BY MR SHEFFLER 

21 supposedly you saw the research reports 

22 o Did you misunderstand my 

22 that emanated from Southampton. 

23 question before 1 What 1 am asking you. 

;j A 1 don't know I don't remember 

24 sir. is the final research reports from 

24 that. I'm sorry, I can't comment on it. _ 

r>-» T *1 A**? . D-V.^.n 
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i Q There is no reason for you to 

i q Now, do you understand that 

: say that formal research repons from 

2 those reports were reports of fundamental 

3 Southampton did not bear the reference RD. 

3 research being conducted at Southampton ’ 

i T or P’’ 

4 Is that your understanding’’ 

* a 1 just can’t comment on it. 

5 a SRO reports? 

‘ Q Let me ask you this, sir. I’m 

6 Q Yes. 

' rcailv asking for whether you have any 

" a No. SRG reports were not of 

• information to the contrary Okay ’ 

6 fundamental research at Southampton They 

9 a That’s a different question now. 

9 were contracted research out of 

ID Q Do you have any information to 

10 Southampton. 

11 the contrarv to the statement all formal 

ii Q Fine. So let me ask you the 

i; research reports, those bearing the 

12 question again. You told me in response 

13 reference RD T or P generated by FRC 

13 to my qiKsbon that certain reports from 

m Southampton •• strike that question. Let 

14 Southampton, final reports from 

i5 me stan again. 1 got confused in my own 

15 Southampton, were sent to you via Kendnck 

16 mind. I’m sorry. 

16 Wells. And you mentioned SRG research 

f Is it true or false or do you 

17 reports. SRG research reports were not 

i* noi know whether all of the formal 

18 coming from FRC Southampton; right? 

research reports from Southampton bore the 

19 a. They emanated. 1 believe, from 

20 prefix RDor T or P? 

20 Ray Thornton. 

21 A I don’t know 

21 Q They were not reports of 

22 Q Okay. 

22 research of Southampton, were they’’ 

23 A All reports? 

23 a No. 

24 q Right What I am saying is. do 

24 q Okay. 

Page 3207 

Page 3209 

l vou recall of a type of research report 

l A They may be contract research 

2 generated at Southampton -- a formal 

2 that was done by Southampton 

3 report such as a final research report. 

)Q Okay. Now, let’s eliminate 

a Do you recall any such reports that did 

4 those for the moment. I’m still trying to 

5 not have anRDoraToraPasa prefix’’ 

5 focus on your claim about the research 

6 a. I can’t recall 

6 reports from Southampton. 

' Q Okay Is n true, sir, that 

7 Were there research reports of 

8 these reports were sequentially numbered’’ 

8 Southampton that came to you -- strike 

9 a I believe so, but I’m not sure. 

9 that Let me stan again. 

10 Q Is it true, sir, that -- vour 

10 Were there final research 

11 testimony is that some of these reports. 

i i reports of research projects conducted at 

.2 bearing the prefix RD. T or P, were sent 

12 Southampton that came to you via Kendnck 

1 3 to Kendrick Wells before you got them? 

13 Wells’ 1 

14 a. Yes. 

14 a Yes. 

15 Q Is it true, sir, that you claim 

15 Q What subjects did those reports 

16 today that some of these reports also were 

16 deal with? 

17 stamped by Kendrick Wells with an 

, 17 a I think I have already stated 

is attorney-client privilege stamp before you 

:8 that for you 

19 got them’’ The research reports bearing 

! ;9 Q State it again. 

20 the reference RD. T or P 

1 20 a Biological research, human 

21 a 1 don’t know 

; 2 i research, nicotine, other noxae, other 

22 Q Well, all right. You mentioned 

22 contentious areas, environmental tobacco 

23 the SRG reports. 

2 ) smoke. 

24 a Urn-hum. 

24 Q Okay, sir. Now. in the 

n__ Dv.tr. ^ l\Q 
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: affidavit of Dr. Baker, he states that you 

1 a It says environmental, okay 

: did. in fact, receive reports - 

: Q And the title of the report is 

} a Can you direct me to a page and 

3 Determination of Personal Exposures to ETS 

i paragraph'’ 

4 Measurements of Metabolites of Nicotine: 

; Q Okay Look at paragraph six. 

5 correct? 

* Now, let me just simply ask you, sir, 

6 a Yes 

• whether or not in your review of the FRC 

; Q So this project area dealt with. 

8 status review notes covering the penod 

6 number one. measurements of metabolites of 

9 March to August of 1990. did you not see a 

9 nicotine, which would be nicotine 

to project area dealing with ets. 

10 pharmacology, correct? 

i: environmental tobacco smoke 1 

11 A. Yes. 

:: a I see that on the affidavit. 

12 Q What are the two metabolites of 

i 3 Are you talking about the summary report? 

1 3 the nicotine? 

q I'm talking to you about the FRC 

14 a What are the metabolites'’ 

15 status review notes. 

15 Q There are two metabolites of 

16 A I don't have that in front of 

it nicotine, correct? 

1 " me. 

I? a. 1 believe there are 

18 Q Well, 1 gave it to you earlier 

18 Q Cotimne is one? 

19 a I have returned it to you 

[9 a Cotimne and hydroxycotimne I 

20 MS WERTHEIMER This is the 

20 think may be the other one. 

:i sniff with the Post-its? 

21 Q. No. sir, hydroxycoumne are the 

22 MR SHEFFLER Yes. with KlS 

22 same. 

23 Post-Its. 

23 A. Right 

24 THE COURT I thought I put that 

24 Q What’s the other metabolite of 

Page 3211 

Page 2213 

i over there a while ago 

1 nicotine'’ 

2 MR. SHEFFLER. We don't have it. 

2 a 1 think it's a sulfate but I’m 

3 It's not in there 

3 not sure right now. 

4 MR APPLETON It’s in there 

4 q Okay. In any event, do you know 

5 though. Isn't it behind the affidavit? 

5 what the other metabolite of nicotine is? 

6 ms WERTHEIMER This ts the one 

s a I can't recall at this moment. 

- with the copy of the Post-its. 

■ Q Sir. have you professed to be an 

8 MR SHEFFLER I gave him one 

8 expert in nicotine pharmacology'’ 

9 that had tus Post-tts and there was three 

9 a I'm an expert? I have never 

10 red tags 

,10 professed 1 was an expen in nicotine 

n THE WITNESS: I think, your 

■ u pharmacology. 

12 Honor, you may have it. Isn't it this 

12 Q You never said that? 

13 here? 

' 13 a No. 

14 MR WALLACE That's it right 

14 q You never represented yourself 

15 there. 

15 out in testimony or otherwise as having an 

16 THE COURT There you go. I'm 

is expertise in nicotine pharmacology? 

it sorry. 

it a. I would like you to show me 

18 THE witness Okay 

18 where I represented ! am an expen in 

19 BY MR SHEFFLER 

Ts nicotine pharmacology. 

20 Q Look at the first red tag. 

20 Q So you are not an expen in 

:i a Um-hum. 

:;i nicotine pharmacology'’ 

22 Q Now, you see there, sir, that 

22 a I don't believe I am an expen 

23 this is a project local project number 

23 in nicotine pharmacology 

24 901 07 200. do you see that'’ 

24 q You believe you are’ 
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: a ! did not say that. 

i a I may have — 1 received this 

: Q I'm asking you. Are you or are 

2 report.! think. 1 may have received the 

3 you not an expert in nicotine 

3 final report, but it didn't include the 

4 pharmacology'’ 

4 blood chemistry. 

‘ a. I'm not an expert in nicotine 

5 Q Okay, sir. Is it your testimony ; 

6 pharmacology 

6 that the reports that emanated as a result 

‘ Q Thank you. There are a couple 

2 of this project — this is an ETS report. 

8 of notes on this. And -• you see where 

8 correct? This summary is about an ETS 

9 there is blood chemistry of ETS. all data. 

9 project' 1 

!0 alh wouldn't let me keep copy; do you see 

10 A That’s correct. 

i i that 1 ’ 

11 Q And there were at least one, if 

12 a Urn-hum. 

12 not two, reports that emanated as a result 

13 Q And there is a note ETS/expcsure 

13 of this project; do you recall that? 

M results of blood analysis, question mark 1 

14 a There may be. Are you going to 

:5 a Um-bum. 

IS show them to you me? 

16 Q Now. sir. is it your testimony 

16 Q I may. 

r that Mr. Heard showed you data relating to 

17 a Then 1 will look at them. 

18 the determination of personal exposures to 

18 Q Does that mean that you will 

19 ets measurements of metabolites of 

19 testify as to whether you saw them or not 

20 nicotine? 

20 if I have them? If I didn't have them you 

11 A. 1 believe he did show me, yes 

21 will say you didn't see them? What's the 

22 Q Is it your testimony, sir, that 

22 story? 

23 you were not allowed to have a final 

23 MR ALDOCK Objection. Move to 

24 report of this experiment, or experiments'’ 

24 strike. 

Page 3215 
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1 a I was not allowed to have the 

1 MR. SHEFFLER: Okay 

2 data from ihe blood chemistry of ETS on 

2 THE COURT Sustained 

3 human subjects. 

3 BY MR SHEFFLER. 

4 Q 1 didn't ask you that but 1 will 

4 Q Do you have any recollection. 

5 in a minute. But wh« I'm asking you 

5 sir. of seeing reports with respect to the 

6 right now is. is it or is it not your 

6 determination of personal exposures to 

2 contention that you were denied the 

2 ETS’ 

8 reports that emanated as a result of this 

8 a Final reports? 

9 project? 

9 q Yes. 

10 a. Have I said that on this? I 

.0 a Final edited reports? I may 

11 don't think 1 have said that Havel? 

;. have received them, yes. 

12 Q Well, I’m asking you if it's 

:2 0 Okay. Now, you told us that 

13 contention 

13 those are the types of repons that wouid 

14 MS WERTHEIMER He is not 

14 go to Kendnck Wells first; is that 

15 asking you right now about the Post-its. 

IS correct? 

16 He is asking you a different question, i 

i« a Particularly the ETS issues. 

P believe 

r yeah, one of them. 

18 8Y MR. SHEFFLER: 

16 Q Okay. They would go to Kendnck 

19 Q That's exactly right. We will 

19 Wells and then be sent to you 1 

20 get to the Post-its ui a minute, I just 

.20 a Or not sent at all. 

2 i wanted to make sure 1 understood what they 

! 21 Q Okay. Now, the reports that -- 

22 said. Right now I'm asking you. did you 

:let’s deal with the first issue. The 

23 or did you not receive reports related to 

: :3 reports that were sent to you. are you 

24 this project? 

;u claiming that Kendnck Wells edited them 
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: before he sent them to you? 

; about ETS. including but not limited to 

: a He edited them before they were 

2 this specific report -- project. 

5 released from Southampton. 

3 a I believe they went through - j 

a 0 Okay Now, why then -- if he 

4 I recall them going through Mr. Wells. 

5 had already edited them, why then did they 

5 Q You recall all of the reports on 

• need to be sent to him before he gave them 

6 ETS research from Southampton going 

" to VOU? 

- through Mr. Wells? 

S a 1 guess so he could proofread 

9 a I didn't say all, some. 

9 them. That would be an explanation. I 

9 Q Well, let me ask you then. Do 

,0 don't know, vou will have to ask Mr. Wells 

10 vou recall that some of the ETS related 

11 that question. 

11 reports went through Mr. Wells before you 

12 Q Well, I’m asking you because you 

12 received them? 

13 are making the allegation. In fact, I 

13 a Yes. 

ia just did ask Mr. Wells if any of this had 

14 q And do you have any idea, sir. 

! 5 any truth at all to and he told me no so 

15 as to why they would send some back to Mr. 

16 I’m going to ask you. 

:« Wells and not all? 

1: MR ALDOCK Objection; move too 

17 a. 1 don’t have an explanation for 

18 strike. 

is that. 

is THE COURT That was a statement 

19 Q Okay. Do you have any 

2C rather than a question. 

20 explanation, sir, as to - or do you have 

21 MR. SHEFFLER: I’m Sony, your 

:i any recollection, sir, as to which types 

22 Honor, 1 was responding to the witness and 

22 of ETS reports would be sent to Mr. Wells 

22 I should not have done so and I apologia: 

23 before you’’ 

24 THE COURT Mr Wells can speak 

2« a. No. 
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1 for himself 

l Q All right, sir. How do you know 

2 8Y MR SHEFFLER 

2 that they sent the reports to Mr. Wells 

3 Q Now, sir. is there any reason 

3 from Southampton to be delivered to you 0 

4 that vou can think of that would suggest 

4 a Through conversations with Ray 

5 that the reports, the final reports, that 

5 Thornton, and understanding of how the 

6 vou claim were already edited by Mr. Wells 

6 system was working. 

• would have been sent back to him before 

7 Q Mr. Thornton told you that ETS 

8 being processed to you? 

8 reports would be sent to Mr Wells before 

9 a 1 can't give you an explanauon. 

9 Mr. Wells gave than to you? 

10 Q Okay. But you know that that 

ida. Mr. Thornton said that, yes. 

:i happened? 

11 Q Did Mr. Thornton tell you why 

12 a. 1 believe it happened, yes. 

12 that would be so? 

1 3 Q 1 know you believe it did bur do 

13 a Because that was the established 

N you know whether it did? 

:4 practice. I don't know. You will have tc 

15 a I believe it happened 

ask Mr. Thornton and Mr. Wells. 

16 O That’s different than know 

16 Q No, 1 have to ask you because if 

1" THE COURT. Answer his question, 

17 I ask them and they tell me that's not 

.9 please. 

i is true then what do I do? Then at trial. 

.9 Q You can answer ves. I know it 

; 19 when you get up and say, oh yeah, this 

20 happened; no. I don’t know it happened, or 

1 20 happened, then u becomes, you know. 

21 I don’t know whether it happened or not. 

: :i Jeffrey Wig and’s word. 

22 a We arc talking about this 

22 I’m asking you because you are 

23 specific report ? 

23 here and you have made the claim. What is 

24 Q No. I'm talking about repons 

24 the basis for your claim that certain ET5 

T*_ _ '*11 C . O., - • ^ ’ 
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| i repons were sent to Mr. Wells and then to 

i a I think that's fair, yes. 

i : you.' 

2 Q And you don't really know 

I 3 a That was my understanding and 

3 whether some of the reports went through 

' - experience. 

4 Mr. Wells or none of the reports went 

: 5 0 Some of the ETS reports weren't 

: through Mr. Wells, is that right? 

6 sent to Mj Wells, they were sent directly 

6 a No. I wouldn't go that far. 

" to you; right? 

‘ Q Well. then, how do you know, 

6 A. 1 believe so 

5 sir, that some did, not all but some did. 

9 Q Which ones; which type 1 ’ 

9 how do you know that 0 

;o a 1 can't give you specifics 

10 a Through conversations with Mr. 

1 1 Q How do you know they weren't all 

;M Thornton. 

12 sent to Mr. Wells and then to you? 

T 2 Q Is there anything else thai 

13 A 1 don't know that. 

13 would indicate that? 

i« Q Well, you just testified that. 

I* a. Practice. 

15 a All. I didn't testify all 

.15 Q Well, that's the practice -- 

16 Q No, you testified that some. 

16 that's what 1 am trying to explore. 1 can 

I? a Some, veah. 

1 17 ask Mr. Thornton whether he ever said that 

;s o You testified not all but some. 

1 18 to you. We can get another affidavit from 

19 a Um-hum. 

■ 19 him. But 1 can't deal with this practice 

20 Q. So how do you know that they all 

; 20 until you explain what the basis for 

21 weren't? 

I 21 saying the practice was some of the 

22 a. Because that was the practice; 

j 22 reports on ETS would go to Mr. Wells. 

23 that is what 1 was told by Mr. Thornton. 

23 a I mean, that’s something you 

24 Q Wait a minute 

24 will have to ask Mr. Wells. What he 

Page 3223 
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1 MS WERTHEIMER You have 

i established was the practice. 

2 testified that some reports you got 

2 Q What if 1 ask Mr. Wells and he 

3 directly and some went from Southampton to 

3 said 1 don’t know what he is talking 

4 Mr. Wells and then to you. 

1 4 about? 

5 THE WITNESS Thai's correct. 

i 5 A He has said that a number of 

6 MS WERTHEIMER: You testified 

! 6 umes in the past. 

* you don't know why Mr. Wells got the 

7 Q You can tel) me, sir -- if you 

8 reports. 

8 know that there was a practice where some 

9 THE WITNESS Um-hum. 

9 ETS reports would go to Mr. Wells before 

;o ms WERTHEIMER. Now, you are 

10 going to you, you can tell me what it's 

11 being asked how do you know only some 

11 based on. 

12 reports went to Mr. Wells. 

12 a The established practice, the 

13 THE COURT Why don't you 

• 13 memo of January of 1990 and conversations 

14 differentiate in other words between some 

i4 with Ray Tbormon. 

15 and all. How do you know all of them 

: 15 q Well, let's go on under seal for 

16 didn't go through Mr Wells is the 

:6 a second. 

17 question. 

17 THE VIDEOGRAPHER We are off 

18 THE WITNESS I don't know, 

is the video, the tune is approximately 1.37. 

19 your Honor. 

i 19 . 

20 BY MR. SHEFFLER 

20 (At this point, the testimony 

21 Q So you don't really know whether 

!;i resumes in the Confidential and Sealed 

22 all the reports went through Mr. Wells or 

|22 volume of the transcript.) 

23 some of the reports went through Mr. 

‘23 

21 Wells, is that right? 

■24 
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THE VTDEOORAPHER Back on the 

i letter for all of the research reports 

: video 

2 that Jeffrey Wigand's stamp appears as 

3 3Y MR SHEFFLER 

3 having received, and if none of them have 

- Q As 1 understand your testimony 

4 Kendnck Wells on them, okay’’ If they all 

5 now is that these reports, these final 

5 have your name on them, is it still your 

«• reports, that reflected edits, were edited 

6 testimony that the final research reports 

' prior to distribution by Mr Wells; is 

r came to you and — or came to Kendnck 

S that correct? 

8 Wells, at least m part, before you got 

9 a That’s correct 

9 them? 

.0 Q They were edned m the United 

10 MS WERTHEIMER When you say at 

!: States bv Mi Wells, sent to be finalized 

11 least in part, 1 think he has been clear 

12 at Southampton - 

12 that not all of them. 

13 a Or hand earned back by Mr. 

13 MR SHEFFLER You are nght. 

14 Thornton. 

14 I’m sorry. 1 will withdraw that. Your 

!5 Q Okay Or hand earned back by 

13 objection is well taken. 

;6 Mr Thornton to Southampton? 

16 Q If we have a distnbunon list 

1" a Yes. 

l? that reflects all of the names of the 

is q At which tune Southampton would 

18 distributees and Kendnck Wells name 

is pnnt out the final version and distnbute 

19 appears on absolutely none of them, okay 1 

20 it; is that your testimony? 

20 But your name appears on all of them. And 

:i a That’s one, yes. 1 think that. 

21 if we also have a receipt that was stamped 

:: Q Okay. Now, carrying on with the 

22 with your stamp indicating receipt by your 

33 final reports, when they were distributed. 

23 office, okay 1 For all of these reports. 

:■> were they distributed to the distnbutnes 

24 Is it still your contention that some of 

Page 3235 

Page 323- 

i as reflected on the reports or not? 

l those final reports went to Kendnck Wells 

| 2 A I only — 1 can't comment on 

2 from Southampton and not to you from 

3 w hat other -- what happened with other 

3 Southampton? 

4 distributees on the report. 

4 a Yes. 

5 o You did comment, sir, as to 

5 Q And so you are claiming that 

6 Exhibit 93, which is report RD 2194 .And 

6 Southampton did not truly reflect the 

' I'm not suggesting that the testimony is 

7 distribution; is that your claim? 

8 clear on this, and I may have 

8 a That's a possibility, yes 

9 misunderstood your testimony. But I 

9 Q 1 know it’s a possibility You 

io thought you clearly said that this report 

10 said the other day, anything is possible 

: i was sent to Kendrick Wells and then 

11 except maybe me flying out that window but 

i2 delivered to you. Am 1 in error 1 

12 anything is possible. Do you have any 

13 a I believe this specific report. 

1 3 reason to believe, any factual reason to 

14 I think, yes. 

u believe, that such a practice occurred? 

15 Q You think? 

ija. I believe that happened during 

16 a Yes 

16 my tenure and 1 recall it specifically. 

1- Q Well •• 

17 q And your belief ts based upon 

IB a 1 believe this specific report. 

18 facts 1 

19 1 can t comment specifically on other 

j 19 a Yes. 

25 reports, but - 

20 Q And recollections of specific 

21 Q Okay, sir 

j2i occurrences? 

22 a -- other than giving you the 

122 a Yes. 

23 general area. 

23 Q Tell me the specific 

24 Q Okay If we have a distribution 

24 occurrences. 
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i a I think 1 gave you a specific 

1 a The final reports that 1 got 


: recollection relative to this DNA single 

:' were completely vetted and edited 


3 stranded break test. 

3 Q Okay Did you get all of the 


'0 Again, RD 2194’ 

4 final research reports on the other noxae 


5 a Yes. 

5 program 0 Whether you claim they were 


i Q Lei me ask you this, sir, if 

6 vetted and edited or not, did you get them 


' your secretary were to tesnfy that it was 

‘ all from Southampton? 


S her routine practice to receive reports 

8 a. I believe 1 may have 


9 directly from Southampton, and to stamp 

9 Q Do you -- Okay. So your 


10 the receipts and send them back to 

1 10 testimony today is you received all of the 


11 Southampton, would her •• would that be 

‘ 11 research reports in final form from 


12 consistent with your understanding? 

! 12 Southampton on other noxae, correct? 


13 a. She could testify whatever she 

j 13 a My testimony is that 1 received 


14 wants. 

14 the final edited -- final edited and 


15 Q I know, sir, but if she so 

in vetted reports - 


16 testified, would you say that she was 

16 Q But see. you say you received 


l' testifying correctly? 

. )7 the final edited and vetted and then you 


18 a I can t comment on that. 

is will tell me later that doesn't mean ail 


19 Q Yes. you can because you either 

; 19 I'm asking you about all reports in final 


20 know it's correct or incorrect or you just 

:20 form of research from Southampton and 


21 don't know? 

<21 other noxae were delivered to Jeffrey 


22 A I just don't think it's correct. 

1 22 Wigand. is that true? 


23 Q You just don't think it’s 

123 a. Ultimately, 1 believe that is 


24 correct? 

• :« correct. 
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i a I don't think it's correct. 

iq You got them all, right? 


2 Q Okay Now, can you give me -* 

2 a Ultimately, yes. 


3 Okay Let 1 s get on to the other noxae for 

. 3 MS WERTHEIMER: Is your 


4 a second. You have testified before that 

4 question did hs get them directly from 


5 or noxae research was intercepted by Mr. 

. 5 Southampton? 


6 Wells before it wem to you. Do you 

: 6 MR SHEFFLER: We will get to 


* recall that? 

. ' that. 


8 A Urn-hum. 

! 8 MS WERTHEIMER I didn't know 


9 Q Is that still your testimony? 

| 9 if you were -- that question implied 


10 That work in other noxae research was 

10 directly. 


1 : intercepted by Mr. Wells before it was 

.; i BY MR SHEFFLER 


12 sent to you 0 

. :2 Q Well, 1 assume your testimony -- 


13 a In that area. 

;3 strike that. 


14 MS WERTHEIMER We've moved 

:4 Have you. sir, claimed in this 


15 away from -- 

.5 case that there were reports of research 


1 6 Q We are not talking about just 

.6 that were not given to Jeffrey Wigand of 


17 final research reports. Now. in that 

:* other noxae -- 


is area •• when you say in that area, work on 

.8 a Yes. 


19 other noxae? 

19 Q - from Southampton? 


20 a In that general broad area. yes. 

20 a Yes. 


2i Q. Let me ask you, sir, were you 

;i Q You have claimed that? 


22 talking about final research reports when 

22 a Yes. 


23 you said that research in the area of 

23 Q Tell me what those reports were. 


24 other noxae was kept from you? 

It What research reports were they of 1 
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: a l can't specifically recall. 

1 Jeffrey Wig and claims, alleges and states 

; o We know they weren't final 

2 under oath that he received all final 

3 research reports. Were they draft 

3 edited and vetted research reports on 

j research reports'’ 

4 other noxae, correct? 

5 a I can give you the general area 

5 Now, is it your claim that 

6 other than noxae. 

6 there were -- 

• Q I'm talking about the type. 

7 ms WERTHEIMER You have to 

s There were three things 1 want to explore 

8 answer. 

9 in the last ten minutes we have. One. is 

9 THE WITNESS Yes. 

i 0 this allegation that some of these went 

10 THE COURT It still isn't quite 

1 1 through Kendrick Wells before you they got 

11 correct because it limits it only to 

; 2 to you. 

12 those - you received all reports 

; 3 Two. is the allegation that some 

13 whether — what's the word you are 

14 of these reports were kept from you. 

14 using, edited — 

is And three, is the allegation 

15 MR SHEFFLER He uses edited 

16 that there were certain edits made by 

16 and vetted, I don't know what that means 

i- Kendrick. That's the three things 1 want 

17 THE WITNESS Of other noxae, 

IS to explore. 

is yes. Yes, I believe that. 

19 Right now what 1 want to know 

19 BY MR. SHEFFLER 

20 is, what tvpe of research reports, not the 

20 Q So you received all reports. 

21 area, but were they draft reports, were 

21 wtether they were edited or not, on other 

2 : they interim reports, were they reports of 

22 noxae? 

23 data, what were they ? 

23 a. I received final reports that 

24 What are these research reports 

24 were edited and vetted. 
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1 that were kept from you about other noxac? 

1 THE COURT I think you said 

2 A. I think there were large chunks 

2 previously all of them you received were 

3 of research that was completed at 

3 not edited, you received some that were 

4 Southampton that ultimately didn't appear 

a just okay Isn't that correct? 

5 in the final reports that was kept from 

5 THE WITNESS I may have, your 

6 me. 

6 Honor. 

‘ Q Okay. What reports are we 

MR ALDOCK: The problem with 

S talking about? 

8 your last question. Bruce, was you said 

9 a. Final reports. 

u all reports and you dropped the word 

10 Q No. sir. The record will show 

:o final 

! l that vou have testified that you received 

. i "HE COURT You are right. 

12 all final research reports from 

: 2 Q All final reports, whether they 

13 Southampton. 

1 3 were edited or whether they weren't - all 

la a The record would show that I 

14 final reports of research on otter noxae 

13 received all final vetted and edited 

i? from, emanating from the FRC at 

16 reports from Southampton. 

16 Southampton were sent to you? 

it Q Regardless of whetler they were 

! r a 1 believe I so stated that 

is vetted or edited, you received ail final 

18 already. 

19 research reports; correct? 

19 Q Ckay. 

20 a That were edited and vetted. If 

20 THE COURT So he is trying to 

21 you put those words in there, we can 

21 find out what you didn't receive. Interim 

22 agree, Mr. Shefflcr, and then we can get 

22 reports' 1 

23 on with it. 

23 MR SHEFFLER That's right. 

24 o I will put those words in. 

q Answer that question, please. 

n_^ J' 
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: a What? 

1 report that had large portions of the 

2 THE COURT What kmd of reports 

2-research removed 1 

3 did you not receive? We know you 

3 THE COURT Large or small or 

a received •• vou are acknowledging you 

4 some portion He is asking you if you 

5 received all final. 

5 received all reports, all research 

f. the witness The final reports 

6 reports. 

' I received, vour Honor, were reports that 

’ THE witness. From 

g had large chunks of information removed. 

8 Southampton? ! believe the answer is I 

4 THE COURT You said that. You 

9 received all the reports that were issued. 

he said a while ago there were some studies j io but they were highly edited and vetted. 

11 made that you didn't receive reports on at 

u So that eliminated large chunks of 

i: all and he is asking you about those. 

12 research that was conducted that was not 

U THE witness I am putting that 

13 reported. 

U in the context of the vetted and edited 

14 BY MR SHEFFLER: 

t; final report There is research that was 

15 Q But it's not Jeffrey Wigand’s 

16 conducted that was not included in the 

16 claim that there were reports emanating 

p final report that was vetted and edited 

17 from Southampton that were kept from you? 

18 Out. 

18 a I think there were some reports 

19 MR SHEFFLER We are going to 

19 that may have been kept from me. yes. 

:o get to get to that vetted and edited 

20- MR ALDOCK. Well, the 

21 stuff. 

21 problem •• the semantic problem that you 

22 MR ALDOCK What he is 

22 are -- 

23 suggesting he didn't get is was what was 

23 MS WERTHEIMER. I might be able 

24 vetted and edited out. 

2 * to help you but I don't want to ask the 

Page 3247 
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l 3Y MR SHEFFLER. 

l question for you because I don't want to 

2 Q Was there anything else that you 

2 trench on your - 

3 didn't get? In other words, here is my 

3 MR .ALDOCK. Ask the question 

4 question, sir. as 1 understood the 

« and let him stop you. 1 think it's a 

5 testimony before, and I could be wrong. I 

5 semantic problem. 

6 thought that you were saying that there 

6 MS WERTHEIMER You have 

• were certain research reports that you 

7 testified -- 

8 didn't get. If I misunderstood 1 

8 MR. SHEFFLER- I don't want you 

9 apologize. 

9 to do that 

10 If what you are saying now is 

jlO MR ALDOCK. The difference 

11 that you got all the reports, but tt was 

j i i between — 

12 just that there were chunks of the reports 

12 MR SHEFFLER ! don t want you 

13 that were taken out before you received 

13 to do that. 

u them, then we can pursue that 

14 BY MR SHEFFLER: 

15 Which claim is correct here? 

, 15 q I want you to tell me, sir, 

16 Did vou get all of the reports in edited 

it whether you received all research reports 

17 form or not edited form, or were there 

1 7 Now everybody understands that in an 

18 reports that were kept from you? 

1 8 expenmem there is large chunks of data 

19 THE COURT Do vou understand 

19 that's generated that never finds its way 

20 the difference. Dr. Wigand? 

20 into a research report, a final report; 

21 THE WITNESS Of not receiving 

'21 correct? 

22 the report at all? 

; 22 A. I can accept that, yes. 

23 THE COURT Right. 

23 Q And there may be interim reports 

|24 THE WITNESS Versus getting a 

24 generated during an experiment that may. 
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i in fact, be reported as an interim report; 

1 make it simple. That was a confusing 

: correct'’ 

2 question. 

3 a 1 can understand that also 

3 Were interim reports generally 

4 o And there may be final reports 

4 sent to you? 

5 generated and then follow-up reports 

5 a I believe so. 

n generated from the same data, correct" 1 

6 Q Mr Wigand, is it your testimony 

- a. Yes 

t that - strike that. 

6 Q But those are all reports. 

a Is it your testimony that you 

9 aren't they? 

9 routinely received interim reports of 

10 a. Those are all reports 1 would 

IC research? 

11 consider to be within the scientific - 

11 a I would say 1 received interim 

12 scientist’s domain to edit and replenish 

12 reports from time to tune 

i? and refresh his thinking based on new 

n Q Of research conducted at 

experimental data. 

i« Southampton? 

15 Q Did you ever have occasion where 

15 a Um-hum. And at B.A.T.C F and 

16 you were not permitted to see reports. 

16 other places, yes. 

ir scientific research reports, that came 

17 q We are talking about Southampton 

18 from Southampton? 

is right now. Do you consider the FRC 

19 THE COURT. He ts asking you -- 

19 summary reports as interim reports 9 

20 that you know existed and they denied you 

20 A. They are somewhat of an interim 

21 an opportunity to view diem. 

21 report. They are a status report. 

22 THE witness Research 

22 Q Let s put aside the FRC and the 

23 reports? Yes. 

23 status reports. Did you receive other 

2* Q Okay Mow. these were not final 

2 a interim reports of research from 

Page 3251 
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i reports because you told us you got all of 

l Southampton? 

2 those. So were they interim reports? 

2 a I believe so. 

3 A 1 can't recall. 

3 Q In what area? 

4 Q Well. sir. do you recall whether 

4 a I can’t recall at this tune. 

5 interim reports were routinely emanating 

5 Q Okay. Why would they send you 

6 from Southampton? 

6 such reports? 

' a I believe they were 

r a Because 1 expressed an interest 

8 Q. Did they bear the prefix number 

8 tn it and all research. 

9 RD or T or P? 

9 Q Okay. Did they send them to you 

10 a I don't know. 1 told you that 

;o because you requested them or was this 

1 i before 

11 routine distribution to all of the 

12 Q Okay, sir. If it were to be 

12 distributees in the B.A.T family 9 

1 3 established thai interim reports were not 

i3 a I can t answer that question. 

i< routinely sent to you, okay? If that — 

14 q Well, you see - 

i? if the record is. that interim reports. 

1 5 a I don't have an answer to that 

16 absent having an RD. T or P prefix, were 

16 Q Okay. I wouldn't •• I just want 

,7 now routinely sem to you, would you agree 

to follow up. Is it the rntenm reports 

18 that you received all of the reports 

18 that you claim were kept from you? 

19 bearing the number RD. T or P? 

19 a 1 think that's pan of it, yes. 

20 MR. ALDOCK That were not sent 

,;0 O Well, no, 1 don't want think 

21 to him? 

'll stuff and 1 don't want part stuff. You 

22 Q That routinely were not sent. 

22 have made some claims here that the 

23 That the only reports that you received 

23 research reports were kept from you. And 

2* were rd. T or P Let me withdraw it and 

24 1 don't care which area you want to deal 
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i with We can deai with other noxae. we 

1 'understood that Southampton issued three 

2 can deal with ET5. whatever you want. But 

2 types of reports bearing prefixes RD - 

3 you have made that dawn and to the best 

3 and 1 will tell dus to counsel so you 

i of my intent of this deposition I want to 

a understand where we re going RD. t and 

5 know what type those reports are. 

5 P And I understand that they were issued 

6 5o I w’ant - I can go back and 

6 sequentially and I understand that there 

' if they were ever generated and if I 

7 is a receipt from Jeffrey Wigand's office 

8 can see if they were ever generated to see 

8 for every single one of them. 

s tf they were ever sent to you. okay? 

9 MR ALDOCK Did you understand 

10 That 1 s - the only way 1 know to disprove 

10 there were no other reports that come out 7 

i > your claim is to show it’s false and 

11 MR SHEFFLER That's my 

12 that’s what Tin going to try to do. 

12 understanding. But I - 

13 So you have to tell me what 

13 MR ALDOCK They don't generate 

14 repons you claim were edited. 

14 anything else? 

15 a. 1 can’t give you any specifics 

15 MR. SHEFFLER I know. I’m sure 

16 on it, Mr. Sheffler. 

16 they do. 

1 ? Q Well, you have to tell roe 

17 MR. ALDOCK But that gets sent 

18 something because you based this claim 

18 out. 

14 upon something, didn’t you? 

19 MR SHEFFLER Mot that I’m 

20 a Based on my experience. 

20 aware of and I'm going to go back and, you 

21 Q All right. 

21 know, maybe I didn't ask the right 

22 A. And 1 can't give you the 

22 question, I don't know. But 1 want to 

23 specifics of it. 

23 know from him what he claims is being 

:■» Q Fine. Sir. I know it is getting 

24 withheld. That way I can ask. 
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1 late but I just need to get an 

1 THE WITNESS: As to all reports 

2 identification of what research reports 

2 that are at issue from FRC” 

3 Dr Wigand claims were being withheld from 

3 BY MR SHEFFLER 

4 him in our filing. Were they interim? 

i Q Well, if I am going to have to 

5 a I can t recall at this time. 

5 go from Dr. Baker saying he issued all of 

6 You are asking me to give you best 

6 the reports from FRC with research to you 

2 recollection and at this time I just can’t 

7 that were distributed to B & W - I mean. 

5 give you something. 

8 you know that not ail of the research at 

9 q How can you make the claim at 

9 frc was distributed outside of FRC. you 

10 all? 

10 know that, don’t you 7 We went over that 

11 THE COURT: If you make a 

i; last time, right? 

12 claim -- what are you - 

12 a I think so. yes. 

1 > THE WITNESS Basing it on my 

13 Q There were reports on patents. 

14 experience and I can’t give you all the 

14 fot example, patent work was not 

15 details, your Honor. 

15 distributed outside of B.A T that was 

16 MR SHEFFLER You can’t give us 

it done at B.A.T.. right 7 

n any details. 

17 a 1 guess so. 1' 11 take your 

18 MR. ALDOCK Was every report 

18 representation. 

19 that’s not a final report an interim 

19 Q I mean there were reports done 

20 report 7 

20 on certain projects that related to the 

21 MR SHEFFLER- 1 don't know 

2 i products being manufactured at B.A.T.C.O 

22 MR ALDOCK. It was a term of 

.22 at FRC. right? 

23 art. 

123 a Sure. 

24 MR SHEFFLER I don't know I 

!24 Q And some of that research was _ 
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l limited to B.A.T.C.O company and not 

1 you receive. 

: distributed among the other companies. 

" a I can't recall. I can't give 

; right? 

3 you a specific. I’m sorry. 

a a That '5 clearly possible but-- 

4 q Well, sir, you don't have to 

5 Q Well, you know that happened 

5 tel) roe what the name of the report was 

« don't you? 

e Tell me the type of report 

" a Whv wasn't it distributed? 

7 a. I can’t recall. 

8 Q Because vou had no business to 

8 Q You can't tell me the type 1 

9 see it. It was the business of B.A.T.C.O. 

9 a. Research report. 

;o MS WERTHEIMER. That's not -- 

10 Q Well, we talked about research 

11 Q But vou know that happened. 

; 1 report. We talked about final research 

12 right 1 

12 reports, formal research reports. We 

U a 1 believe it mav have happened 

13 talked about both of those things. And 

H ves. 

14 you testified you got all of them So 

13 q But it wasn't limited from you 

1 5 what other research reports were there 

16 because of some litigation or contentious 

16 that you didn't get? Stnke that. 

17 reason, was it? Those reports that were, 

17 What other research reports 

18 that were dealing only with B A T.C.O.'s 

18 emanated from Southampton other than final 

is straight Virginia cigarettes, for example 

19 or formal reports? 

20 There was a report that dealt 

2 fr a Interim reports, progress 

21 simply with some design modification to 

21 reports. 

:: straight Virginia cigarette that was a 

22 Q Progress reports you got You 

23 product being manufactured by B.A.T.C.O 

23 got all progress reports. Did you not 

24 and had nothing to do with B & W and they 

24 testify to that last tune 1 
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1 not send it lo you. correct? 

1 a. I believe so. You asked me what 

2 a That's possible, yes. 

2 other reports come out of Southampton 

3 Q You know that happened correct? 

3 Q You got all progress reports. 

4 a. That’s possible, yes. 

4 Now. what about these interim reports 1 

5 Q. Don't keep saying it's possible 

< You claim there were interim reports from 

6 Do you know it happened or don't you know 

6 Southampton. 

7 it happened? 

7 a I believe there were imcnm 

8 A. 1 can’t recall. 

S reports. 

9 Q Okay, sir. Mr. Wigand is -- 

9 Q Don’t believe. Do you claim 

1C can you recall whether there were reports 

. 10 there are - 

1 1 that were kepi from you that were 

! UA I think. 

i: distributed to B.A.T.C.O. companies, the 

i: q Don’t think. You either recall 

13 affiliated companies, emanating from the 

•3 that there were or you don’t recall that 

14 FRC 

14 there were You either know they were or 

15 a. I can t recall at this tune. 

; 15 you don’t know they were. 

16 Q So if 1 were to ask you, sir. 

1 it a I think there were other reports 

17 whether you received all research reports 

' i 1 coming out of Southampton in the interim 

i B emanating from FRC. the testimony is you 

18 Q You think there are other 

19 do not know? 

j 19 reports coming out of the Southampton. 

20 a Wait a minute. You said all 

i20 You think? 

21 reports emanating from FRC i would say I 

21 a I recall other reports. 

22 did not receive all reports emanating 

:: Q Okay. So you do know that there 

23 there frc 

23 were interim reports at Southampton? 

24 q Tell me what type of reports did 

24 a Other reports, other reports 
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3197 4 18 3204 19 
3207 15 3209 5 3219 6 
3221.23 24 3237 7 3240 5 
3244 5 3247 15 3248.16 
3253 18 3254 3.II.14.1B 
3255 9.12 3261 5.9 
3263 1) 3265 23.24 
3266:12.15.18 3267 8.12 
3267 20.21 


3215 2 3216 4 


Chronology m 2982-111 5^ M9U2.19 
chunkS(S) 3243 2 32*6 81 3;92 [] 3217 24 3237 } 

32*7 12 3248.11 3249 18 ' claims (j)| 299121 

CID(i| 2962 3 : 3035 8 1039 12.13.15.20 company |»l 2981 11 

>5’ 15 j 3061 J.? 3068.2 3136 


communicated (11 

2986 21 

communicating in 

3176.8 3177 } 

communication in 

3006 18 3148.1 1 
companies pi 2993 24 
3140.15 3258 2 3259 12 
3259 13 


carried 1*1 3025 23 cigarettes 306 112 j 30*7 ;c 3055 9 305 


11 


compareui ;i'9l 9 
compel(i) 2558 19 

compilation in 2583 ;? 
complained[iI 2992 13 
complement m 

- 3059 19 

complete m 3CS9 !9.:o 
completed m 313; a 
3132 5.11..- 3243 3 
completely hi 30) i - 
3078 23 3ICS 4 3240 2 
completion m 31326 
complex pi 3C61 3 
complies[i] 37,22 I? 
components m :-i69 :* 
3189 15.20 
composition i*i 
2981 16 2984 : I.[4 
computer(4| 298: .s 
2986*5.6 

conceded 01 2993 3 
conceivable hi 3005 2 
. 3005 5 

concerns in 295"! 5.16 
conclude [i] 3182.10 
concluded hi 3t*i i* 
3142.7 

conclusion 1 mi 3040 8 
3091 :« 3092 : 3096 20 
3138 14.24 3163 3 11 
3164 23 )165 3 3.77 3 

3167 2.10 3168 .3 
conclusions hi 

3168 I 3183 i.4 3 • S 

condensate|i| ' 5 

conducted (i* : • :i 

2996 8 :s9-:: -• 

' 3oci 12 .;:’ 

3005 18.21 3C30 - 
, 3193 :6 )208 5 .. 

; 3246 16 3248 12 .3 

conduction 111 7- r- s 
confidential in 
: 2988 2! 2989 5 2 
3009 19 21 SCI-'- 
3149 ,5 3,99 .* 

3225 21 

confine HI 234* 
confined in 23- 
confirming i> i 
confirms pi 3; 

! 3102 6 
confused i n 3 
. 3236 1* 326 J * 
confusing pi 2 
3252 1 

conjunction i»i 

: 3109 1.4.20 5 
1 >126 19 

consider hi 2 -' 

• 3250 K 3252 - 

considered hi 

2992 6 


8 


:"i 
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consistent!!! ::?8 1 : copies mi 29*i :* 

constraint HI 3C20 22 : 30-4 18 3075 11 3119' 

contactrui 2964 8.15 ; 31 . 5973201.12 

ilSS 5 ,!-^ 1 ? copy 111) 2955 8 2956 S 
; 9 0 1 4 -?.-.4 .9 -3 3 . 2955 5 2983 2 2995 16 

- 581 19 3049 IB 3063:1 3066 12 

contain(l] 30 7 0 9.12 ■ 3066 I4.i5.20.22.23 

contained t4| 2989 3 ’ 306?. 1 3068 6.' 30’I 5.' 

301'9.12 3084 ’ 30? 1 8.14.20.23 3073 5 

contemporaneous... XfcMXilXgg 

„ . . 3170 22 3211 ? 1214:10 

c °"“?, d|11 i02 CORESTArn 1145.8 


contending [21 3073.20 .**M*£"™ 29495 

3158 22 1 


Multi-Page " 


2991 14 <906 5 15 r !0 
nr 1: 3147 13 1160 24 

■ 126514 

Court (*»| 2949 I 2954 6 
2955-7.. 3.1’ 20 2956 7 
2956 1115 2957 8.23 
2958 5.6 2960 10 2964 13 

■ 2969 10 2994 19.24 
2998 21 3000 7 3016 4 
352C 2.12.15 3021 9 1 3 
3024 18.22 3033 22 
303* 9.16.19.23 3036 3 
30*0 7 30*9 24 3050.10 
3054 1 3058 1 3063 11 

: 30669 3077 23 3082 5 
. 3089* 3110:7 311114 
l 3112 1.5 31139 3115 13 
. 31 16 5.17.23 3117 17 
' 3120 8.16 3121:4 3122 21 


consistent - development 

11/14/96 


3080 2.19.22 508. * 5.: < 
3086 18 3088 i 3 3092 1* 

: 3C91 15 3093 6-.’.9.13 
; 3C93 21 3130 13.15.16 
: 31 30 20.24 3131-2 
3142 17 3146 24 3166-3 
, 3168.10 3177 19.22 
3182:2.4.7 3183 2 321* 9 
! 3214 17 3215 2 3242.23 
i 32*9 18 3250 6.14 
dateiioi 2966 24 29 7 ' 6 
1 303* 1* 31 !2 14 312' 9 
3127 10.10 3132 6 
3136.14 3152:6 
dated (i| 2965 24 298* 7 
i 3145-17 3146.1 3152 .6 
1 3193:2 

dates Pi 2984 7 3134 IS 
, 3134:22 


contention [♦] 2997 74 
2998 1.4 3002 12 3010.16 
3025 1 8 3 215.7.13 
3236 24 

contentions ui 3025 16 
contentious ;«i 2989 4 

2989 16 2992:7 3017 10 


corporations m 3185 
3185:22 3187:1 
COneCt|iOT] 2961:18 
2962.9 2971 9 2975 21 
2987 9 29887.17 22 


312411 3125 6.12 3126 8 I ,7 “ 

3126 13 3158.4.15.21 ;d»tmg(n 2968:10 
3159 1.6 3161.15 3165 12 'Davidm 2950:11 
3167 8.18 3170 2 3175:7 days pi 3120 2 3127 3 


3188 16.23 3200 11.18 
3202 6 3210 2* 3211.16 


2989 2.19 2990:8 2991.161 3217 2 3218 19.24 


2994 4 2995 1 3009 9.10 
3010 22 3011 10.11 


2??' J ! 301223 3013 5 3 01 1 2 3 


3028 4 3029 2 3 3060 2 
3098:20.23 3099 6.17 

3100 3.5.8.9.22 3101 2 

3101 10.19 3102 19.21 
3102:24 3103 3.9.13 
3!C* 5.8. U 3105 1B.19 
3106 3 3172 13 3194.11 
3194 15.19 3196 17 
3209 22 3258 16 

contents [*i 2972 8.11 
2984 4 301’ 13 
contesting pi 3002 3.6 
context p| 29*7-17 
3I8B 9 32*5-14 
continuers) 2957-19 
3097 10 3108.3 
Continued Hi 2952 4 
continuing [i| 313123 
contract pi 3209 1 
contracted (i 1 3208 9 
contrary pi 3035 24 
J206 8.il 

contravention hi 

3057 16 

Control |)| 2963:12 
3173:12.15 

conventionally in 

3098:14 

conversation r*i 

2978.23 3128.2.18 
3133 19.23 3134 1 
conversations 1*1 

5076 2 3150 8 3221 4 
:<22* 10 3225 13 
convey 1*1 3175 16.20 
3179 1.1 

conveyed m 3176 15 
Conveying [i 1 31777 
copied pi 2983 9 


3018 8 )024:1.5 3030:8 
| 3030:10 3033 1 3036 9 


3219.17 3223:3 3244 10 
32*5 1.11.20 32*6 2.9 
3247 19.23 3248 3 
3250 19 3255 11 3262.2 
3269 11 


1 3127 13 3132 3.21 
DC pi 2950 19 2951 3 
dead in 3118 9 

Deadwoodpi 31523 


i*.K2 9 14 B«4 .* 

3086 23 308* -* ' >088 3 
3088 5 3089 9 3090 1 . 
3092 20 3102 13 3109 :. 
3142 .* 

deliver (31 3198 9 :i 
delivered [in JOis - 
3022:1’ 3023 13 20 
3025.20 3026 * IS 302' 8 
3027.17 3035 12 305i 23 
3052:11 3C65 4 3108 1* 
3199-22 3221 ; 3235 .2 
3240 21 

delivery p) 3035 i* ;* 
3090 * 

demonstrate;! 1 

3150:18 

demonstrated ji) 

i 315* 18 

demonstrates p 1 

; 3150:16 

demonstrating pi 

' 3164 17 
denied pi 3215 7 
3250 20 

denies in 3 11 5 7 


3036:10 30*3 2.5 )045 5 coverpi 2965 19 
3045 11 3053 19 3059 2 j 2966 16 2970 24 2982 22 


3060:6 3061:13.14.18 2995 9 5000 22 3203 1 

SK : ^:i J 2996 4 11 - 15 

I 3127 5 )129.10 3131 6 1 *" . . 

; 3136.22 3138.5 3157 24 ,<COWinng PI 2995 1 4 

3162 15.23 3171 19 21 3ilos 
3173 10.13.16.20.22 [ covert (I) 2966:8 

31-4 2 3176 15 3181 19 crashed HI 2982 1 7 

! 3!«?4 3!I!1o 3,96 4 ««-«« *«*' 

3217 15 3223 5 323* 8.9 j Criminal p | 2951 2 
3238:20.2224 3239 1 'cultural|l| 3188 6 
3240 12.24 32*3 19 3199 2 

3244 4.11 3245:4 3247 13 3 , 99.4 

I 3249 21 3250:2.6 3259 ! ^ "7. 

3259:3 )265.11 3266:20 cunouspi 29 4 *2 
3269:7 CURTIN pi 3269 2 


deal p*i 2953 22 2990 16 denominated pi 
I 3029.21 3038 8 3039 19 1 3205 17 
1 3043 16 3081:16 3094 20 deny pi 3115 5 

u i*-*™»=»■» 

3189 1 3203:15 3204 22 ;dqpartment[n 29*1: 
3205:3 3209 16 3217 22 j 3038 7 
3224:19 3253 2* 325* I dependent!!) 3096 12 
! 3254.2 • 31375 

dealing (it) 3017 is deposition poi 29*9-11 
3018 21 3025 16.17 : 295) I 7 2956 2.3 2958 11 

3029 l 7 . 19 23 3030 7 2961 7 2962 8 2979 5 

3050-23 3058.14.16 2986 19.19.24 2989 24 

: 314012 3141 5 3180 15 2990 5 29911:995:9 

1 318915 3199 4 3204 20 | 2995 22 2996 3 3000 :5 
' 3210 1C 3258 18 : 3001.10 3012 24 3015 20 

%l3 3188 6 3 Jnl389 • 

' 3162 13 3188 3 3254 4 3268 9 )269 4 


dealt poi 2989 17 2990.9 . « 

:991 6 3017 18 3045 19 *««"***' " 

. 3094 13 3172 5 3189 11 *9-4 15 3189 9.1. 


correctly pi 2954 3 
• 3122:23 3238 17 
corroborated m 

3120 20 3121 22 
corroborates [i 1 

3180.19 

Cotinioc [21 3212.18.19 
counsel m 2955 20 

] 2964 3 2991 18 3014 21 
| 3024 12 3063 10 3256:3 
counted Pi 2968 1 3.17 
country pi 3120 22 

3121 18 

[COUplCPI 2953:7 
I 2969-14 2984 21 3062.11 

| 3062:15 )098 17 3214:7 

I course 1*1 2959 :18 


CURTIN (l| 3269 21 
custody (l| 2963 12 
customary pi 3076 6 
Cut p| 3059 3 3161 15 
cuts [i| 3117 3 

- D- ~ 
Dl»| ;950 20 2952.1 


j 3212.7 3258:20 
DEANNA 111 3269 21 
Deccmbcrpi 2985.16 
2985 17 3135 18 

decent m 3073 ;o 
decided m 3194 m 
dccidingiH 319* is 
decision pi 319* 20.21 
decisions in 2958 21 
defendant pi 29*9 9 12 


I 2953 5 302124 305117 | 2950:21 3124 19 

30528 3087 2.21 3121.12 ' defined PI 3167 3.12 
3165.9.15.IB.22 3169 8 | 31654 

UM6 9 3204°20 r ,,?i4 ;defmitepi 3113 19.20 
318* 6 3205 20 I 3 j 1 a - j ^2 3 


3184 6 3205 20 
dance hi 2997 17 
data (56) 3002 15 3058 9 
3059:19 3060 17 3063 20 
3076 21 307 7 l.M 
3078 24 3079 15.19 
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definitely pi 3131 IB 
3173 24 

degreem 319*16 
deleted [in 3079 1 


562630885 


design (i| 3258 21 

! designated pi 295* 3 
designation hi 2955 * 

! desk pi 3052.il.:: 

' 3054-21 315’ 11 3.58 3 
3159 16 3161 4 
detail pi 3i:t :* 
details pi 3255 :5.i' 
determination (>i 
32:2.3 321* is 321" 6 
determine pi 309i: 
determined m so; - :n 
develop i«i 3059 ;' 

3162 8.18 3185 2* 
developed pi 3082 23 1 

j 3091 12 3163 1 
I developing pi 313*20 
| 3162 14 
development (i 1 
3091 19 3 10* 1? ■2 : 
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devoted 


eventually 

11/14/96 


devoted<ii Kb’5 
diaries (»»i 2961 9.1 2.21 
:9a :3.r.:2 296* 5.u 
2964 19 2965 1.3 2967 18 
2969 . 5.16.20.23.23 
29*0 '18 29'Ul).i* 

29'2 - 9 2974 19 2976.13 
29'6 2 6.18.19 297* 19 
29*8 21 29"9 6 2580 2.6 
2981 22.23 2982 2 2 
2985 1.5.21 

diary (*si 296! 9.11.-2 

2961 14,16.21J3.24 

2962 24 2963 2.22 2964 5 
29*0 3.15.16 2922.14 
29’ 3 20.21 2975 16 
29’6:5.12.1' 297’.1.13 
25*8 3.13 2980 21 2981:1 
2981 4.9 1* 18.19 2982 3 
2982.5.8.16.18 2984 3.7 
2984 22.23 2986.1.2.7 

difference hi 2999 6 
3181 *12 3247 20 
3249 10 

different rm 2959 l 
3039 17 3043 21 3083 20 
3085.13 3100:10 3103 * 
3104 19 3110:1 1 3121.14 
3137 23 3138.3.10 3161 3 
3192 8 3206 9 3215 16 
321916 

differentiate |i) 

3223 14 

differently p] 3100 12 
3100 16.18 

difficulties in 3163 7 
difficultyoi 310318 
dinner oi 2980 5.8 

3134 3 


discus* 01 3000 ’16 
3136 2 3143 11.14 
3184 22 

discussed [*1 3013 1 
3076 8.10.13 

discussion (l«l 2955 Is 
2960.14 297’ 21.23 
2978.1* 3016 20 >16' 31 
3173 S 3186 18 3263 19 
discussions [ii 3184 |4 i 
disprove p) 3115 8 
3254 10 

disputing oi 3155 13 
. 3155:15.16.17 315820 
distinctoi 3068 17.18 
distracting oi 3200 8 
distribute oi 3072 14 
i 3234:19 

distributed pi| 3022 4 
3036:20 3037 24 3041 ' 
3011:6 3072 5 3074 14 
3075.5 3080 9.10 3201 5 i 
3201 6 3234 23.24 325’* 
3257 9.15 3258:2.7 
3259 12 3262 18.19 
distributee pi 3074 n 
distributees m 3073 21 
i 3154 23 3161 11 3234 24 
3235:4 3236 18 3253 12 
distributing ii | 3013 3 
. distribution im] 

! 3008.20.22 3065 9.20 
3069 2.10 3070.9.11.14 


Jill 6 3K4 ; 3116.15 
31 1* 20 23 24 3 1 18 19 ; 

3118.14 3119 19 3i22 4 

3123 13 3124-15 3139 5 
31)9 14 315C 18 3558 1 
316C4 3I80 21 324C 18 ; 
domain [ii 3250 12 
done (24) 2998 16 3006.7 
3011 4 3015 24 3016 13 
3044 5 3098 6 3120 21 
3131 11.27 3132 4.9.14 
i 3H0 15 3149 19 3157 19 
' 317224 31*9 1*23 
3205 6 3239 2 321823 
3257 16.19 

down [HI 2969 10 >017 6 
3035.8 3039 3 307) 10 
, 3073 14 3081 24 3082.2 
31084.7 31106 11S1.11 
i 3117 3 316* 8 3196-IS 
!Dr(li 1 2958 6 3013 8 


30202 3021 7 3022.9.1! 
30222 2 3023 1.3.5 
3024 19 3032:1! 3033 |7 
3033 2 2 3041 1321.22 
3041 24 3042:1.6.7.15 
3049 24 3062 6 3063 9 
3063.17 3069 4,8.17.21 
311624 3122 15 3158 5 
3175 7 3210:1 3247 20 
3255.3 3257 5 
drift rn 3009 6 3026 12 
i 3027 10.12 3147 3 3242 3 
I 32*2 21 

drifts (J») 2993 18.20.22 


3.52 :8.2i 3:a3 1.3 
3197 ’ 3250 12 
edited [im 2988 10 
2592 3 3016 16 3019 3.9 
3030 14 3031 8 3038 23 
3039 5 3043 14 304« i6 
5046 1’ 3047 5.11,23 
3046 16.24 3061 9 
30*6.19 3098:21 3099 3 
3099:10 3101 23 3103 21 
310« 6.12 3105.2i.23 
3106 6 9 3107 11.14 
J108 22 3109 19 3110 I 
3110 20 31112.21 
3114 12 3119 12 3126.19 
3127:1 3128 19 3129 2.5 
3129:14 3140 19 3146 20 
3146:24.24 3147 ;9 
J14g.4.6.10 3149 4.24 
3150 22 3151:10 3179 3 
3179 9.13.16 3180:4 
3183 12.13.19 3187 21 
3189 5 3190 16 3197 21 

3217.10.24 3218 2.5 
3219 6 3234 6.10 3240 2 
3240 6.14.14.17 3243 15 

3243 18 20 3244 3.i*.l5 

3244 21.24 3245 3.13 

3246.14.17.20.24 3247:16 
3247 (7 3248.10 3254-14 

3264 4.5.12.22 3265 8.10 

3265 12.15 3266:16.19 
3267:1.13.22 

editing fiti 2991 22 
2992:14 2993.11.12 
, 3099 17.19.21 3100:21 


3070 15.18.19.23 3071 12! 2994 1 3003:3.11 300« 18 i 3136 3 3147 18 3179 22 


3071 13.17 3072 7.10.12 

3072 17.21 3073 4.16.16 

3073 19.24 3074 II 
3201 4.1 J >234:7 3235 24 
3236 16 3237* 3253 11 


direct p) 3014 13 3020:3 . 

3021:19 315*3.5 3166 10 . Division pi 29*9 2 


3210 3 

directed PI 3058 17 
31*2 10 

direction m 3Q3«5.s 
3053 21 

directly [M| 3009:14.15 
3018 22 3019 1 15.16 
3020 4.9.11 3C22 18 
3027 IB 3037 B.9.19 
5039 7.10 3042 14.21.22 
304) 4 7 io 3045 15 
30*6 12 30*7 3 9 12.15 
3048 9.13.15.18.18.21 
30*9 1 13 3050:5.17 
3057 4 3065 4 3067 B.1B 
3067:21 3069 23 3070:18 
3122 14 314043151 3.6 
3155 9.1* 3172:5 3197 B 
3201 19 320* 4 3222.6 
3223.3 3238 9 3241 4.10 
director(i) 30i3.li 
directory m 3157 I 
disagree im 3123.23 
3124:9 3163 3 
discovery i»i 2992.7 
3116:19 311*4.11.22 
3119 24 3121.16.17 
3150 5 


3004 20 3005:3.6.9.13.23 
3006 1.6.13 20.21.23.24 
300 7 8.15 19 3008 4.7.23 
3008:24 3009 3 

D res helm 3097* 
30988.10 
dnve(i| 2982.17 

°»7!.Sr ’ .. 

3138:11 3144 2 314J 24 


2951 2 


3245:9 
DtJPI 3086 8 3094 11 
duem 2959 23 

duplicate m 3091 16 


during d«i 298 1 3 
2996 ’ 2997 3 30*8 9 
| 3117 9 3136 6 3201 6 
I 3237 15 3249 24 3262 


13 


-E- 


! 31*9-3 3164 7 3189 24 
! 3190 2 3238:2 
document (Ml 2957 4 
2983.12 2993.15 2995.7 
3005:4.6 3010 3 3012.5 
3013:18 3014 16.23 
3017 12.19 3031 24 
3044 9.12.15 3053 24 
3061 23 3067.22 3068:3 
3099:4 31 *9 16 3156 16 
3156:17 3163.24 3164 * 
3165:5.8 3167 11 3168 3 
3170 17 3171.9 3180:1 
3201 4 

documents iui 2958 2 * 
2986 21 2988.23 2989 13 
2990 9.15.18 2991 22 
2993 19 21.22 299* 2 
3007 19.20.21 30C8 7 

3037 4.9.19 3040 5 
3049 13 3072 6 3073 17 | 


£(*) 295C-* 2952 1.2.7 
i 2953 5.5 
early m )ios 2 
earnest m 3135 20 
easiest (i| 3000 * 
Easy (U 3056:25 
Ed p| 305? 15 3059 13 
edges m 2966 17 


3106 10 3109 5 3112 12 
3127 14 3130 I 3132 3 
3133.16 31*9 19 3180:2 


3182 20 3183 16 
edits [*) 3151:13 31*9 17 
i 3197.23 3234 6 3242 16 
j 3265 23 

effect pi 3117 2.8.14 
;effccts(i| 3101 13 
efficiency pi 3096 1* 
j 3137 7 

; efforts pi 3085 23 
| 31768 
egm 3022:8 
eight pi 3127 3.13 
eight-day id 312712 
:either(») 2973 13.13 
, 2990.17 3007 10 3012 19 
! 3028.3 3030 19 3046 2 
1 3047 *3 3048.4 3074 13 
I 3102.3.16 3108:16 
! 3113.11 312* 20 3155:16 
1 3238 19 3261 12.14 

electric m 3159 3 
elements m 31*9 2 
eliminate m 31597 
I 3209.3 

eliminated pi 31031 
, 3248 11 

eliminating m 3103 3 
emanateni 3199 9 
emanated (ii) 3154 16 
315* 20 319019 3193 4 
1 3195 3.16 3205:22 


;:3.» * :••* * 

3216 12 3260 .3 3:65 * 

emanating mi 31-7 5 
3145 2. 319. 21 5.92 .3 
3196 1: 52C5 15 32*5 15 
3*48-16 325! 5 3259 13 
3259 18.21.22 
embody in )iS 2 :o 
employed i*i 29'* 8 9 
3135 15 3136 1-3 
employment ni 296; 1 

enclosedn; 3CCi t 
enclosing m 3coo:: 
encompass rn 3C5S' 
encompassed m 

2968 5 

encourage m 3039 .5 
end PI 3021 2* 24 30)2 6 
3066 4.6 3(25 22 3190 5 
England m 3i*0 ;3 
English m 2965 i$ 
enlargedm 5.i*--6.* 
cntiretD 3is* i 
entirety pi 2265 6.19 
entitled pi 305* :* i: 

; 3059 8 3CB2 3 31 15 11 
entries m 2968 6 * 9 
enumerate id 3029 12 
environment (i i >1886 
environmental <4i 
; 30*4 ! 3209 2: 3210 1! 

• 3212.1 

episodes id 3123 H 
error (31 2953 1 1 3235 12 
establish pi 3:75 2? 
i 3126.: 31*9 22 • ' : 
established im • •••■ 1 9 
299* 9 2998.13 - 

3036 14 30*9 11: -13 

3120 23 3126 20.!: 

>1*9 1 3150.13 -I-* 5 
i 3167.15 3168 6 31- ' 

| 318* * 8 3190 1* 5 

3221.13 ::: 

| 32*1.13 3262 12 
establishing p 
3184 15 

estimation p 

■ 3098 19 

et|4| 3022 8 3255 5 . 6 
; 3096 10 

ETS (l»l 323-2 52:2 3 

, 321* 9.19 3215 2 3216 
3216 8 321* * 1* X--' ’• 
>220 6.10.:: 322: ' 2* 

\222 5 3Z2 J -- * 

3254 2 

ETS/expOSure: 11 
I 321*13 

evaluate id 3u:* .* 
j 3162 9.19 
evening pi :9*4 * 
event id 321) * 
eventually id '• ' 2: 


•c-< ' 


; ;5 24 
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1 BAW 1 PROTECTED BY MINN 
Brown & Williamson vs. Wigand 

V olume 17 _ 

everybody in ■ exploring pi ) 

I- 5135 13 


evidence!!| >1226 
evolved(i) 3:98.22 
exact in 296* 23 
exactly |ii 2965 11 
' 2969 6 :9*1 9 2999 23 
JG2S S 3058 15 JIO 7 19 
!9 

Examm 2952 * 
examination (*i 

3096 a . 3 " 20.15 

3.65 '. 3167 l 

examine |i| 3166 8 
examined fit 3030 5 
3137 16 

example (41 JO** 16 

31-6 5 3257 14 32*8 19 


exploring [i| 3.25 11 
3125 .3 

expolored m 2986 23 
exposed(il 309* 7 
exposures (i| 3212 3 
3214 18 321*6 
expressed di 3253 * 
extend (H 30*9-19 
extent (ii J 121 is 
external in 3095 12 


3.1C .! 3132 :i 3133 3 
Ji"S 8.13 31*9 4.5,8 
3182 li.:4 3183 II 
3190 13 .6 .8 3192 3.1* 
3192 20 3195 22 3201 9 
32CS.10.15 >202 !6.'.B 
3202 21 32C3 4.11.19.24 
3204 :C.21’4 3205 :.9 
320 7 3 3203 14 3209 10 
3214 23 3216 3 321* 3 
3217 10 3219 5 3234.5 
3234 19.23 3236 6 3237:1 

3239 17.22 3240 1.4.11 

3240 14.14.17.19 3242.2 

3243 5.9.12.15.18 3244 2 

3244 23 3245.10.12.14 
3246 5.6.15.17 3249 20 
3250 4.24 3255 19 
3250 11.18 3263.1.15 


,-ifo . J .p_ 3240 14.14.17 19 3242.2 

3.4? 1 316. I -- 3*43 5.9.12.15.18 3244 2 

examine|i| 3166 8 F(i| 2949 1 * 3269 2.16 , 334 * 23 3245:10.12.14 

examinedm 3030 5 fabricationrn 3120 6 i 32*6 5.6.i*.i7 32*9 20 

3137 16 Tact pet 2954 20 2957 16 1 32*0 4.24 3255 19 

•KrtBJHi. i isssss&Ji IiV 

««P*L*' 31 ^ 7 ” 98S:4 ! 306H5 ^*5 U$*7 3267 2H3 * 

32C514 3717-H'* 3101:6 3103 21 3105:17 finalized (i| 3234 11 

,n71 7 3115 :1 31 16.15 3120 20 finally (!) 30112 

C ?'“ S * (4| | 2 <° , . 3122 10 3123.22 3125 20 3025 1 3 3074 l< 3109 9 

314610 3185 15 3200 7 • 3 126 4 31*2:5 3155 4 3366 i2 

wu:!» 11 L 3210 2 321813 3 f : 1 }jo08 

2994 15 3000:24 3012 6 ^* c * or l" 2,28 15 |finds(i| 3249 19 

3012.8 3016 5 3035 23 118 ^ ! „ finepoi 3028.15 3062.9 

icia 1 tnia-i* VM2-2? . 3149-20.22 310022 nn* n tin* 1 < 11344 


formal |J5| 29;* j .g 
2993 5 2999 6 2010 20 
3018 l) 3021 22 3026 9 

3026 13.21 3027 6.1 1.12 

3027 15.23 3028 18.22 
3029:1 3030 24 3031 15 
3035 16.17 3036 18 
3037 8.21 3C38 13.20 
3039 24 3040 10 13.21 
3041 6.7 3045-14.19 
3047 7 j 4 3073 24 
3192:21 3193 6.6.13 
3195.24 3203 5.19 
3204 11 3206 2.11.18 
3207 2 326012.19 3254 2 
3264 3.1 1 

fonnulated(i) 307-3:12 
found (7) 2958:24 3099 7 
3163 19 3165 22 3166 6 
3166 6.9 
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_ 11/14/96 

general 1 i«i 29'" 2:21 j 

3121 14.19 3 T9 3 
3183 20.22 3184 3 
3188 12 3189 8 3202 24 
323* 23 3239 20 3242 5 

generally (in 3051 if 
3051 16.20 3096 14 
3137 * 3189 7 23.12.23 
3197 |5 3252 3 
generate (ji 3125 
3256.13 j 

generated p»| 3012 
3018-12 3022.1.16 
2036.18 3028 10.14 
3C4fi 10 304* 2.5 3064 6 
2084 10 3092 14 :6 

3122 13 3131 1 3168 :3 
31"! 4 3206 1 3 320* 2 
3249 19.24 3250 5.6 

l 32*4 7 .S 


fouriiii 2954 24 2S9* 16 generating in >090 :9 
I 3014.14 3021.20 30-36 2 QeOTliim 29*0 * 
3036 3.8 3037 13 3050 22 1 ’ 


3066 16.20.23 3067 I 


3025 13 3074 15 3109:9 | 317022 3205 19 


j 2951 8 

germaneni 3.22 


I 3266 12 

finding m 3200 8 
findspi 3249-19 


3036 1 3038 16 3062:22 . 
3063 8 3064 9 3112 2.3 
3162 1 3168 23 3159 15 
31*0 9 3235 6 

exhibits m 295623 
2957 1 3032-7 
existed (i) 3250 20 
existing It| 3002.22.24 
3131 I 3148 13.24 3149 2 
3149 6 3150 11 3263 8 
expect (l) 30 7 4 6.7 
expecting|i| 3120 11 
experience pi 3222.4 
32*4 20 3255 14 
experiment!*) 3180 19 
3130 20 3181 18 3182 11 
3182.16 3193 l 7 3214 24 

3249 18.24 
experimental pi 

3250 .4 

experiments (i i 

3214 24 

expert |i| 3213 8.9.10.18 
3213 20 22 3214-3.5 
expertise m 3213:16 
Expires (l| 3269 23 
explain |i| 3138 22 
3179 1 3188 J.S.14.15 
3198:21 3224:20 
explainedm 3134 4 
explanation!!] 3151 20 
>218 9 3219 9 3220:17 
3220-20 

explanations (i) 

3153.12 

explore pi 2979 1 
3181 24 3224:16 3242 8 
32*2.18 


fine [10| 3028.15 3062.9 
l,«7.'|-tl994 t 1 3104-17 3105 3.5 3124 4 

’i* 7 l U-VIT 3 i 5140 25 2151 16 5208 “ 

3237 18 J..67 21 3254 24 

515021 jfioishp) 3083 3 3128 6 

fair,,, 304, 2 3062:4 3 ™ 9 

>183 6 3196 14 3224 1 , fireatll 3195 * 

false (1*1 301915 first (JO) 2975 9 2979 * 

3022.23 30*0 10 3041 1 I?! 2 ! 2 202 5 : 10 5 5~ 22 

3042 16 30*7 1* 30*8 7 3036 19 303' 1-3038 

3048 22 3069:10 3070 2 “38 9 3039 23 5040 9 

3070 8.14 3153 10 3193 9 f 058 5 20 ®i *? 2 i 206 

3206 17 3254.11 3069 17 30 3 8-1. 

filvhncMirn 3094 15 5080:12 2085:11 2114 

falsehood,!| 309* 15 5119 1 312“ * 31*: *.> 

family[H 3253 12 3161 16 3166 i? 3211 

fancy HI 3125:20 321?:14.22 

firm 2955 14 2972 18 fivetiai 30*9 2.2.18 

3039:3 31084 3118 22 1 3066 12.15.22 3068 7 

3122:12 3224 6 3169 10 31*0 22 3200 

fashion in 2996 5 fix(i] 29 77 7 

fast HI 1125 24 , floor !«1 3054 11.13: 

(father(iii 2971 19 I 2054:18 

2972.8 29734 29 7 4 19 flue-cured (i| 3085 ! 

2975 10J3.24 29 7 6.9 flyingri| 3237 II 

2978 I 0 2980 6.it fo cu* ( .) 3209 * 

faxes [ii 2991* focusing 1,1 30*2 3 

felt HI 326*20 ; follow (!) 309* 2 31C 

fewpi 3058.1 | 3110*6 3253 |7 

filing HI 3255 4 follow-up HI 3250 5 

filterm 3085 5.7 followed hi ji*o it 

2087 18 following pi 3013 2 

filtered (11 3098 15 , 3068 3 3085 7 3156 1 

final (ini 2956 19 3170 16 

! 2993:10.13.19 3018 19 foregoing [I | 3269 5 

| 3018 23 3019 3 3038 19 fo _ 0 , ,,,, 12 

! 3038 21.22 3039 5 30*7 (U -»-> 

30*7 6.11 3061 16 «*> , 2 ?.P 1505 ?, 

3064-13 3076.20 3119 * 15 318- .0 3185 

3119 5 3129:17.22 32*011.70 324 1 


3058 5 3061.20.24 3065 8 
3069 17 3073.8.12 
3080:13 3085:11 311*9 
5119 1 312" 4 31*1 4.6 
3163 16 3166 I? 3211 20 
321?: 14.:: 
five HU 30*9 2.2.18 
3066 12.15.22 3068 7 


fourth (!) 2950 2 3014 3 Getsupi 296" 10 
j 3014 5 gilt-edge |i I 2961 

I frame Hi 32017 given (iz) 2953 2‘ 

SZf,%5, l9 2 23 

Fraud.i | -951 2 3144 3 3163 6 316 

fraudulent(i| 3152 1.’ 3173 * 3241 16 

I 215212 giving [i| 2979 1' 

j FRC(1T| 2992.22,24 2981 * 2989 6 30? 

I 2994-2.8 3000 17 3001 20 | 31111* >167 14 ’ 
| 300120 3002 3.5 3003 3 | 3 2 t< ;j 
3009:15 3013 14 3018 12 ■ 

I 3018.14 3022.1.3 3C30* ® 


3036 19 3037 17 3038 8 I 3030:6.20 3038.11.14.16 
3038 9 3039 23 50*0 9 i 3042.7.14 3061 8 3102 7 


i 3122.14 3142.23 31*3 2 
3156 1* 3157 15.16.23 
3201:4,5.9.10.14.19.23 
3204 8 3206 13 3208 IS 
' 3210-7.1* 3245:15 
i 3252 18.22 3257 2.6.9,9 
| 3257 22 >259 14.18.21 
' 3259 23 


3169.10 11*0 22 3200 13 fmepi 3189 21 


gilt-edge | 1 | 2968 I 
given (in 2953 2* 

295* 15 3005 22 300* 11 
3070:22 >105:12 31*1.15 
3144 3 3163.6 3 36-4 
3173 4 >241 16 
giving [i| 2979 17 
■ 2981:“ 2989 6 309* !3 
i 31 1 1 1* 5167 1* 3168 5 
! 3235 22 
gloss,!| 311. 6 
goals (i| 3181 22 
God(l| 3266 7 
Godfrey p ji 30*1 * 
30*4 5 3084 ;; >086 9 
3088 1 1 3090 . 9 3094 * 
5094:12 J1C6 2C 3.53 1* 
31*4 i 314* 1.6 3.48 4 
j 3150.2 

gOeS(*l 3033 I 5041 8 
3041.11 3096 8 3.10 1* 
>121 19 

gold (JI 2966 “ 2968 . 


fix HI 29 77 7 I front [■) 2964 5.7 gold (JI 2966 .* 29i 

.floorw J054 1U3 15 ! 2S2‘!n 5?TS2 4 |«fri« gOOCCI 29*2 3 299 

13054.18 . 3044 10 3115.4 3210.16 3050 18 2115 : 2 31 

'flue-cured [I I 3085 3 full PI 3095 2 3269 6 3151 8 

flvinarn 5237 ii fundamentalpn good(i*i 2960 

f™7.m32ftO* I 2992 12 5001-6-13-25 2976 1 1 3083 * 5-9 

focus HI . 209 . 13007:1.8.15 )008 5 ’ 3106 9 3139 l l.li. 

focusing III 304 2 3 3009 3.7 3010:10 30 1 3 3 3)4 1 2 1 3 1 6* 20 3 2 

' follow (!) 309* 2 3108 6 1 3051 * 3068.1 3069 13 l era dj n j,,| | 3l c; S 
i 3110 4.6 >253 17 | 3)40 19 3141 13 3170.13 ‘ 

follow-up HI 32*0 5 I 3170.14 3208.24! 

followed..! 31*0 ,7 funneted(.i 3i*o 16 *' 5 - ” 

followingm 3013 22 funusbpi 2955.8 gn*n,!| .98) 


gone i*i 29*7 3 299) :o 
3050 18 >115 22 315: 5 
3151 3 

good (!*1 2960 12.19.20 
2976 11 3083 “ -M9- 2* 
3108 9 3139 11.16.; “ 2? 
3141 21 316* 20 3264 .8 


follow-up (i| 3250 5 
followed HI 3150 1? 
following (JI 3013 22 
i 3068 3 3085 7 3156 15 
3170 16 

foregoing (i| 3269 5 
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roregomg(I| 1.6V : G|J| 2950.12 295 3 5 

forgot HI 2953 12 3071.1 1 

foimi*) 29’0 i 30502 gamem 2959 is 
31-9 I? 3182 20 3189 24 GardaeTm 29 « 0 IS 
32*0 11.20 324* 1-2? -aaiTo 
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grammarm 3187 2: 
Greece m 3 .*5 .*.* 
green pi 2983 . 3 2*8 
group 1*1 3013 -2.-3 
' , 318*9 3205 5 
1 guess (»1 2956 1 3 44 
! 3063 8 3135 * 32.; > 

I 3257 i? 

.guys pi 3166 6 •'■ 
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H - Kendrick 

11/14/96 


-H- 


Hdi 29*2 ? 

hand (5) 3012 •* 30 tJ 18 
106* 10 >234 [3.15 
handed [*i 2995 6 3<T9 a 
31*0 S 31*2 6 
handled pi 3154 9 
handling [ii 3188 13 
|hands (ii 30:c * 

,happening pi 3! 13 6 
hard HI 2982 1? 310« 13 
3188 19 

headi«i 305 li? 3052 a 
)G’5 3 3M3 20 31659 
3205 20 

hear [11 2997 i; 3083.8 
heard ini 2991 5.12 
3003 5.14 3007 ~.!5 
3008 " 3093 6.10.15.15 
3122.23 3H5 * 3146 6 
3151.12 3214:17 
held [71 2955 13 2960 14 
3016 20 3167 21 3170 6 
3186 18 3263:19 
|help(11 3136:17 31 "7 24 
3248:24 

helping (i) 3161 16 
Hendricks in 2950 8 
Henry in 2950.4 
hereby ci) 3269 3 
herein m 2949-12 
hey m 3141 19 3144 15 
3163 13 

high (21 2984 12 3200 12 
higher m 2960 8 
I highlighted [2i 2954 [4 
2955 15 

'highly (Jl 3096 2 
3103 24 3104 2 3109 9 
| 3248 10 

!himsdf[]| 2956:17 
! 3C73 3 3219 1 
[hiredpj 3135 10 
history(2i 3123.7 
317! 11 

Hiyobi(i) 296’ io 
| hold («| 2956:15 3165 12 
3167 18 3.81 9 
bolding (ii 311713.1* 

3117 15 

jhomepi 2963 8 
|homogesuer[n 3098 9 
homogenizing in 

3098.10 

Honor(JOI 2953 8 2954 9) 3175 21 


3246 7 3255 15 3268 4 
hope [11 3071:22 3159 4 
horsem 31189 
house (I) 2963 10.24 
2969 18 297Q 6.16.17 
29’5 II 2980.15 
housekeeping :«i 
2953 8 2956 13.20 2958 9 
huh[l| 3086 20 
human tn 32CS6 
3209 20 3215 } 
Hundreds pi 3195 21 
hydrosycotimne [n 
3212 19.2! 

; hypotheses pi jibi 23 
hypothesis [I | 3160 23 

: -I- 


l.e t*| 301’ 10 3021 23 
; 30561* 20 
1 Ian Pi 3074 6 
ideam 3033 8 3123 1 

3132 23 3133 1 31*7 21 
, 3196 3.6 3220 14 

ideas p] 318S9 
: identical pi 2956 7.10 
| 2973.5 

' identification (*i 

! 2994 13.17 3012:10 
. 3062 2* 3169 1 3255:2 
identified (*i 2956 21 
2971.17 3119 2 3266 3 
identifyp| 2995 8 
if’spi 3126 7 
jii(l| 3136.24 

ni(l| « 

imagination [II 3133.10 

3133 11 


3094 i‘ ;.;-j ;j 

iaadvertence pi 

2956 24 

inadvertently [u 

2954 II 

inappropriate [«i 

3.38 1* 3141.15 31*2.7 

. 3.42.24 3:*3 12 3144 3 
31*4 17 J1S3 5 3190 9 
.include pi 3216 3 
included hi :99i 5 
32*6 .6 

including [j] 2997 21 
. 3111 23 3220 1 

incorporated p| 

! 3151.13 

incorrect p#i 3023 8.9 
5036 6.8.11.17 3043 1 
3077 24 3178 19 3238 20 
increase in 3098. ; i 

incredible ;i] 3057 7 
! 3115 11 
indeed hi 2954 2 

2995 23 3118:17 

independently [i| 

3025 12 

indicate hi 3069 u 

3224 13 

indicated (i| 3069 12 
3156 8.11 

1 indicates hi 3152 20 
3155 10.10 3164.19 


2998 17 

inter-office pi 3159 21 
3198 12 

intercepted pi 3011 8 
3239 5.11 

3095 1 * 


J- 


indicatmg [«i 30*6.12 
3053 11 3153 22 3236 21 


individual pi 319*23 
induction p»i 3081 18 
i 3091 3 3093 4.11.16 
313" 23 314* 2 31*5 24 
3149 3 316* 7 
indulgence pi 5268 5 
imagine mi 3005 7 ! influence pi 3194 17 

3032.22 3034 18 3074 23 i ' ' ' 

3098:21 3130 12 3133 * « 

3133 8.9 117922 3H0 22, ^^3002 16^. 


interest (ii 

3253 7 

interested i«i 29~~ i9 

2979 20 3158 10 3269 12 

interfere (i i 3110 9 
interimiM] 3182.3.8 
: 3242 22 3245 21 3219 23 
' 3250 1 325L 2.5.13.15 
I 3252.3.9.11.19.20.24 
. 3253 17 3255 * 19 
: 3260 20 3261:4,5.7.17.23 
• 3262 3.4 6 8.1 1.12.24 
| 3263 3.5.16 3265 24 
internal in 30l*:2* 
interoffice m 3160* 
interpret pi 31751 
! 3176:13.23 
interpretations p] 
3163:23 

interpreted pi 3176 20 
introduction pi 316* 

; investigate pi 3095 21 
] 3096.5 

investigated r ■ i 

, 3095 13 

'investigationp) 3099 
' involved (4| 3121 20 
I 318* 23 3196 20 3197 

involvement (i i 

! 3120 21 


J 111 2950 16 :95‘ ;c.: 
James m 2950 4 

January pi| 2982 20 
2935 ! 4.16 299‘ :8 
2997 -.23 5026 6 30<: 3 
3 148 14 3.49 I 3154 - 
3185 12 3225 13 
Japan pat 2960 22 . 2 * 

2961 3.9 2962 12.15.19 

2962 20.20 2969 8 
Japanese m 296o 19 2: 

2966 22 296* 2 2968 2 
297 1 5 2981 21 
Jarvis (ii 3055 15 
3059 14 

JEFFERSON pi 

2949 1 

Jeffrey ini 29493 .2 
3009 16 3015 S 3:25 .3 
3161 6.14 >169 1' 31"! 1 
3191 2 : 12:1 21 3236 2 
32*0.21 3241 16 3244 : 
3248 15 3:*6 ‘ 1269 * 

Jimm 2958 9 306)4 

Jimmyepi -951 4 
John (ii 2950 20 
journals pi 2983 15 
JSWpai >0)2 i 

3049 3.6 3065 23 5068 4 
3152 6.I6 31" 23 
judgepii 2958 
2959 10 .3 25 236'' 4 
305" 24 1062 14 5 15 


irresp^ved, 3^1*.^^^2, 

CPI 312. 4, J0S1 20 31-2 6 

June (si 2960 24 i: 

3049 20 

junior Pi 2984 .2 
jury P| 3.26 * 

Justice pi 295 . 2 


3265 12 

immediately pi 

3079 2* 

impeach (i i 3000 5 

implementation pi 

, 3187 16 

implemented ;*i 


3082 9 3087 6 3092.20 
1098 24 3099 I" 3100 3 
3102:13 310) 9 3104 |7 
3109 :1 J131 2 3:49 24 
3176 14 3:" 5 3.82 9 
3206 B.IO 3246 3 326' 15 
injured [i i 3124 ;g 


3118.20.23 3186.1 31874. inquire [|| 3362 4 
implicdpi 32*1 9 msidem 297] 5 297*9 


I implying m 309120 
limpossiblepi 319’ u 
i impression (t) 3173 5 
: 3173 10.12 3175 17.21 


2955 1 2 29 56-13 20 
2957 22 2994 23 3020 21 
3024 21 3050 9 3082:4 
3110 5.12 3112.4 3113 15'. 

3U46 3115 23 3118 * ,improvep| 3124 2 

3123 4 3126 1 1 3158 14 iinaccuratepi| 3037 16 
3186 15 3200 6 321 1:12 I 3040 17.19 3041 1 
•218 22 3223:19 3245 6 I 3069 17.21 3070 1.3.6 


| 2973 14.18 

instance pi 3H9 I 
instances r*i 298819 
| 2993 7 3119 1 3121-3 
instead in 3033 20 


impressions pi 31’315 instructpi 31668 
improper ii| 3124 3 
'improperly p 1 3 1 5* 1 


mstructediu 315’ i* 
315- 17 


irresponsible pi 
issuance (Jl 3127 18 
. 3131 24 3134.19 3135 13 
i 31362 

issue [It) 2953 15 
3017 17 >037 7.11 
3038.11 3119 17,1’ 

3120.3 312* 8 3125 9.17 
[ 3125 19 3127 9 3133 16 
j 3191 5.6 3217 22 3257 2 
issued (111 2995 15 
2999 7 3004 5.16.18 
3006:4 3025-14 3030 15 
306) 19 306* 15 3071 11 
! 3071 21 3072 5 2* 

I 307* 15 3109 3 3113 7 
3126 22 3129 16.22 
! 3131 20 3132:18 3:45 13 i 
3146 8.10.12.N22 
3161 22 3162:4 3198 1.2 
32489 3256.1.5 3257 5 
3265-3.4 

issuerpi 3155 3 j 

'issuesm 2953 23 3109 6' 
I 3217:16 

iterations pi 2968 1 


-K- 


lOStructions |7| 315*1*1 J031 6 
3157 13 ltselfdl 2962:1’30;0:20 

latentru 31"* 6 3254 *1 3094 :0 

intentionally ni 2998 6i 


K-I-N-Opi 

keeptioi * 

>072.;Q " _i 

311-5 . - 
3259 5 : 

keeping >- 2 *" 

2982 5.7 ‘ •- : 

3120 1 

Kendnck"‘*i 

298 “ 19 : : 

3010 21 

2319 6 . -• ' 

i 3023 ’ '• • : 

3025 . * : : 

3026 .•■;■> 2* 
302- 2* 3 •' - 

3029 5.3. 

3030 is.;*:; • 
3033 6 :2 3 
>o*c :.:5:: 
sc*': *-: 
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3048 22 3050 6.1:. 13.19 
2051 :: 5055 9.14 30*10 6 
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L|i) 5950 11 

laboratory m 3 10:9 
language [i| 3031 $ 
310022 
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l*St fill 30C8 20.23 p 5 
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istedim 29"i 23 managcT(i| 30:3 i5 
3018 13 3022 2 3038 15 mannerni 3073 n 
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30836 3200:6 manufacturer hi 
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JUU.IVM3B10 ■ 2998 8 2999 3 3017 J.7 

ocalm 3211 23 1 3018-1* 3038 16 3059:6 
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OQgerm 3021 5 mark(T] 2957 9 2994 12 

Ook[j?i 2953 n 2966 191 ” 3168 

2966 20 2994 20 2995 10 : ** 

3008 20 3014 2.5 3015 is jmarkediiD 2952 8 
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3065 8 3066 l 3071 10 
3073 7.8.13 308* 20 


pages ( 21 ) 2965 24 
2966 7.8.16.17.20 2968 1 
2968 12.14.16.21 2983 9 
3004 24 3012.1 3066.4.6 
3196 10.13 3264.15 
3265 2.4.20 


319* 23 ):99 2* 

placedm 295712 
places | 2 | 3004 13 
3252.16 

plaintiff 11 | 29*9 6 

2950:1’ 3124 14 
plans(i| 2959 5 
Plazam 2950 10 
plenty in 312* 13 
3132:10.14 3133 2.4 
point [101 29*8 5 2992 8 
3100 8 3115:14 3122 2.2 
. 3124:5 3177 4 3198 20 
; 3225 20 

policies in 3116 6 
I 3185 24 

j policy ( 1*1 2991 3 

! 2997 10.15.17 2998 |3 
I 3002.22.24 3025 18.22 

3113 17 3114.19 3116 2 
3116 11 3118 19 3123 8 
3148 24 3149 2.5 3150.il 
3150 14.15.16.19 31B0 5 

3180:12 3183 21.22.24 

3184 5.15 3188 3.5 
I 3198 19.22 3267 17.19 
portion [«i 2953 9 
i 2955 10.12 3248 4 
portions (ii 2954 13 
2955 14.24 3080 2 

3114 14.17 3248-1 
posed in 3i20.il 


«8 9 19 22.24 'W " 3959 22 

wli ?nn»2« 3013 8 3061 1.5.8 

ImajJjMMla . 2 i 3JOai5 3105 .3 3. 18- 


3265 2.4.20 3131 23 3136:6 )210.8 i £? ' 

J95J:1J l positive [is, 3097 2.9 

3115.7 3196^10 1)121.14 I 3097 22 3098:9.15 3099 B 

papers HI 3004:22 ! permission [l l 2957 22 | )100 2 3101 ’ 13 3102 * 

3172:7 . permitted [11 3250.16 ! 3102 16.20 3103.5 6.15 

$'* 14 ^n,.[ 3013 I ! 3104 3 3106 5 3142 9 

302 i 20 ,, ! 3068:21 3074 12 3085 18 possession HI 2963 12 

3118 17 312* 21 3129 14 | 2969 16.17.24 307J 19 
3097 1.15 )1)7 2 )210.4 | 31JJ , 4 | possibilities [1| 3267 6 

n.™«r»nh*m tnit3t personal [5| 2978 3.1) possibility HI 3068 17 
paragraphs[1 | 3013 23 , j 21 2.j jj|4 18 3JI7 6 j 3068:18 31566 3159 15 

: P^‘!' :9 | 37 personallym 3182 23 3IS7-J.7 «)’8.9 

.M 4 AI n persons ( 1 ) 3059 1 2 .possible (m| 3183 4 

, Parkem 2950 10 Perspective m 30-8 2 ' 3186 5 3197 5.6 32)7 10 

Parkerm 2950 14 323’ 12 32584 32*9 2.4 


opened m 3056 5.9 paragraph, 3013 23 P f^f„;S 4 18 3217 6 

openlym 29-69 pardon,.[ 2985 7 personally m 3182 23 

opinion m 3105 1 6 : 3042:11 3178:9 nersonam 3059-12 

opportunities in Parkem 2950 10 IILsnective in 30-82 

3129 24 Parker,., 2950 14 pwspective H, 30 82 

opportunity (U| 2954-7 pa rt,n, 295 * 16 2966 22 ! ph rj.,, , 

3C15 15 3020:16 3079:11 3036 19 3084 13.16 * ' ' JJ, , 

3109 4 3130 23 3132 2 309123.2* 3092 2 ! pharmacology [i>1 

5132 10.15 3133 2.12.14 3145 16 3167 7 3188 19 2 !! 9 i 9 29 ?° ''.t 99 , 

31*0-4 31B1 2 3250:21 3200 4 3204 5.7.8 3236 8 :?? 2 ‘? 32 ' 2 i 0 ,?7i 5 9 

opposed m 3104 23 323«:11 3253 19.21 J 2 3 i 1 . 16 19 23 

orderm 2953:19 2957-13 3 «3:4.6. 


possibility,*, 3068 17 
'| 3068:18 31566 3159 15 
! 3187-5.7 3237 8,9 

possible[i*i 3185 * 

i 3186 5 3197 5.6 3237 10 
323’ 12 32*8 4 32*9 2.4 
3259 5 

possibly m 3080 21 
post-Brown m 2983 13 
Post-Its [HI 3011 24 
; 3014 22 3015 2.19.22 
: 3016 11 3210 21.23 


3037 3 3059-18 

original (t| 2971 13 
306 3 1 2 

originally m 31*’ 1 
otherwise {j| 2970 5 

3350:3 3213:15 3267 16 
3269:12 

Outset (11 3039 20 
outsider 3071 14 
3110:14 32579.15 


jp^dparedm 3.*’ .8 .7*97*1 

1 . . nhnwit '981 Q 1700 9 3026:7 3050 *1-23 30 -5 2 

particular ( 4 [ 3011 15 pbooeni 983 9 3.009 31S4 3 4 3 |gs 22 J195 7 

3033 2 )06116 3095:17 phrtsem 30*2.12 1 3199 24 3200 3 3221 14 

particularly HI 39 7 8 >6! 3099 24 31842 I 32 : 2.22 H24.i4.i5.i9 

; 3217 16 physically (i| 3196 24 ! 3224:21 3225.1,8.12 

particulate (i | 3098 13 , pick HI 298* 12 3011 20 1 3237.1* 3238 8 
partly (i 1 2966 20 piece m 3098 2* 3100 3 : practices m 315413 

pannerm 2953 16 31,5 3 6 predicated 31101 5 

parts [ 14 , 2977 13 pi«*l*l 2966 2* 3134 6 prefix «t 3012 16 


office - products 

11/14/96 


53.6 :c 5.2 3:;: i 
3251 16 

prefixes in 30 1 : ,5 
3205 10.13 32562 
prepare hi 302: 5.5 
prepared H0| 2959 * 

•003 20.2* 3QC4 6.8 9 .1 
300* 15 302! * 3119 3 
present hi :95i 1 
3095 13 

president,)! 3 165 21 
pressed in 31 15 is 
pretty [i| 3106 13 
prevent (i i 5C39 .4 
prevented in 2992 2 
299) 6 3C11 2! 
previous (J| 2989 23 i 

3005.3.13 

previously ui 2956 21 
3190 23 3191 .IT 
3245 2 

principal in > 24 1 

print [i| 3234 19 
printedn, 2965 is 
2970 23 

printing m 29’I * 
privilege mi 2968 20 
: 2988.21 2989:10 )019 .0 

3023 21 3028.5 3046 4 

■ 3149 15 3199 15 3202 4 
: 3202 11.15.22 3203 14 

3207 18 

privilegedm .958 24 
! problem i i*i 29*4 12 
295? 16 2999 !4 31C4 8 
31 13 14 3114 3.6 3124 ’ 
3138 15 3164 14 3245 * 

■ 3248 21.21 3249 5 
problems hoi 3135 2.9 

3163 18.19.20 3:64 18 
. 3165:22 3166 " 22 
j 31*4 21 

iprocedurally'n 

I 2959 16 

1 procedure hi 3i 2?6.:0 
, 3055:22 3161 :9 
procecdm 3iii: 
proceeding in 32*9 i) 
proceedings m -i-*- 
process ,»l 299- , 6 
i 3015 24 30*: 5::: 

! 3075 7 3100 23 2* 

3148 1 3 3196 20 
processed in 32.4 - 
produce hi 29*3 :* 

3136 15 

producedm 3'*'* - 
producers in 3 2 : 

product 01 29**3 
| 3044 6 3256 23 

products 1 hi 3- '* * 

i 3096 23 313* '. 1 ; * 
3139 22 3165 2 3 - * 

. 3166 12 3 15* 2 ■ " • -4 6 
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professed - regarding 
11/14/96 


Brown <fc Williamson vs. Wigand 
Volume 17 
professed in 32i3 
Professional [«i 

3949 |< 3269 3.1'.2 

program,ia, 2995 

j'jOG 16 3 QC’ 1.9.16 

3-j09 4j 3CI0 II 30 


3129 1 3131 16.:: 3 : 592 : 2:60 1 3263 .5 records 29*3 9 

31*022 3151 1 3234 3 3266 i.l4.l5 295? 1"'. 19 2959 1 ; 

3204 12.21 3205 10.17 received (1 in 2955 23 2960 15.r 2562 

32C6 3 13.20 3 20* 5 12 2996 1 300111.20.21 : 2990 2 2--f 3 2«9< 

320" 20 3235 6 3238 4 3002 I*. 10 3003 10.13 2999 22: 

3251 9.16.19.24 3256 2.4 30C6 3 3009 IJ 3019 16 5014 22 3..: 5.' 3 

reachedm 315 7 io 3020 - 4 . 9.10 30«8-*.i3.:J i 30I6 9., 1 :: 23 30 
31*8’ 3048 20.23 24 3049 0.9 1 3062 1" •" 

reidrioi 29*4 1- 2972 iCi 3CS0 11.13.14 3053.12 3125 9 3 4 

’9-111 ‘^-48,1 13053 21 24 3054 13 Mi? — 

3067 5.2C 3068 4.7.1C. 14 -o'*.' 

’079 3068:21 3069 12.19 3200 -. -■> .- 

,MKlli?S30D:« :,2Sl ‘ S ‘ ; ' ;: ' 

3020 12.16.24 3021.11 ! 7 -.*'' " records u. 

5021 16 3023 6 3C41 14 I i\% 9 i ?, a ,< 3l “° 14 

3046 21.23.24 30-7 15 • * .*0-3-a131.J8.U red 1211 . ■" 1 

! SSKSri 3Sg$g* TSii i i ; :1 

SS’iSSSwl* ! Mg, r 
.SSSSRS& .sas-i '" 

reading HI 3014 1 1 J2 03 12 3216 i 2 321'11 redacted m 30*6 

I 502. 3 309' 6.15 3098 3 j J™;} 2 g&JWOilO I 30^9 20 3094 8 

: 316'.« 1 3240 13.16 3243.1 1.15 redone [l| 319'3 

realm 3181 5.8.13 3243 18 3244 2.12.20.23 reduction pi 30 

realized! 2970:1 3195 2 3245 2.3 3246 4.5.7 3098 2 

| 319315 3247 13 3248 5.9 32*9 16 Rocd . %2 , 

ftSmRVXZ »»Sk " reference 9 ^! ’9 

3163 9 3177 2) 3183 23 receiving »1 3019 24 ^8^1 4 1 *i *C 

| 3196 5 32C6:7 3223.21 3085 17 3247:21 ^»”.4.U^4 3C 

3224 2 receaam 2956 18 1206 3 >Ti*3' ' : 

reason (til 2974 12 , 3000 10 3062:18 3168:19 '- m [' 

j 2976,6.8 2978 12 2981 20 3200 22 reterences, 1 , . 

1 3101 12 3206 1 3219 3 recipient,!! 3i56.i9.23 ; referred (M 3.364 
3237 13.13 3258 17 | 31 56 24 3i5’1.14.16 referring tm 25 

recalled m 2971 .2 ! 3l»lU2 ,2984 23 2989 :1 

'305124 recklesa Ml 3125 3 ! - mf’i - 

receipt pti 302:10 recognize ,»i 305' :.5 rs- - 43 - 63*1 4 

3023 4 303118 3032 24 ; )| C fl 3I52.P.18.19 

; 3033.2.17 3049 12.16.17 I 3161 20 3162 ’.10 refers pi aO*. 6 

3049 2! 3050 20 3052 4 I reco ll ec t r .t 3136 7 reflect m 2953 2 
| 3052 1’.I8 3053 9.19 2986-13 3062 5 3 

! 3054 14 3056 20.21 : „ 323' 6 

1 iHIk* 4 ; 29^i»8o 20 

I iff’ U 31*^3 *2 15 I »W:>6 2^87 10.2 5 ! 1 

I 1 «j-20 * '" 3*1 *« 8 1 3000:4 3011 18 3022 : 5 reflecting ,„ 

I -,J 9’ 4 j7« 2.9 ■ 3024 13 303i 17 3061 19 I 3092 5094 

• 1M<1G 3!<6 M3 13 3062 12 30*8 213082.4 reflection|J| -■ 

I 31*8 10 1160 ' 3 8 9 11 ! 3082 8.12.22 3084 8 296124 2963 2 3 

: 3 69 9 16 31-G 12 I 3101 1 3202.19 32P 4 i- 9 -|.u 

• 3192 23 3193 2 3236 21 '3220:21 )238 2 3255 7 reflections Cl 

! 3236 22 3256 7 recollections in I 2961 14 

receipts ii7i 3032 2 . 1 c : 3237 20 reflective m 

; 3042.9 3046 12 3047 4 recommeoddl 3165 24 2978 3.3 


purposes [4| 29*5 2 
2994 17 3012 10 3062 24 
! 3117 il 3169-1 
pursuant i4i 29*9-16 
| 2953 18 295" 12 3025 18 
pursue ,„ 3039 3 31 14 s 
5119 13 3128 13 32*7 |4 
pursuing^ 3118 24 
put [34] 2953 9 2966 24 
301*21 3015 2.4 19 
3052:12 3072.11.17.20 
3073 3 30-4 20.23 
' 3081 24 30B2.1 3089 23 
3124 16 31*7-1 3150 14 
! 3150 15.19 3184 12 
| 3210:24 3243 21.2* 

; 3252:22 

putting m 2954 12 
I 3111:5 32*6 13 


programs ru 300B 5 
progress 1*1 3250 20.22 
'1 3261 3 

pioiect [ 4 oi 100 1 5 
•J 18 3C*5 ’ ' 7 15 
-1:11 3047 - : 4 

•'=•3 3060 13 3061.2 
- 19 3064 1.7.14 
: 8 i; 3080 12 3114:10 
) : 11 3161 22 3171 4 

3 ' 6 12.24 3182:4.15 
3 . ..24 3210:10 

nil 23.23 3212 - 321*5 
3215 24 3216:7.9.13 


projects (421 2996 5 15 j --4*- 

•99’ 1.14.19 299 8 6 .quaiifytll 3089 13 

>00! 12.22 3002 4 ■ questioning [iI 315’3 

301. 16 30 1 9.16 nuMlirvMiidi -969 4 

3018 13 3022 2 3030 5 l5 1954 18*3014 i: 

Sil'JtlS .rri 3033.23 3062 3 308.23 
3131 .0 3209 11 3*.,.20 309g i8 3128 12 3145 2: 

311* 1.1.7.9.16.19.23.2* :d“t«t'l 524410 

3118 1.1.5.10 3119 19.20 iquote,*! 3021 23.24.24 

3119 21 3123 6.12.14.16 | 3022 1 

3133 1) quote-unquote ,u 

proofread It) 3218 8 2989 4 

proposals ni 3187 3 - 

proposed! 2953 21 __ 

proposition t i) 3121 19 R ( ,», 2953 5 3021 24 
protected (<1 295- 3 ' 3051 17 305 2.8 308? 2 

Protective m 2978 - 8 ‘ 3087:21 3121 12 3163.9 
' i 3165 15.18.21 3169 8.15 
pro «®“i J| 318021 | 3170.9.17 317J.4 )I8*( 

JlSll9 ‘ l 13205 20 

prov ; c ' 5 ' ! ' 20 .|’ radical3189 2! 

3i21 23 3124 jO.20 . , 

proved,,, 31016 j—J'"*’ 

31192223 irangefil 3134 18.21 

proves(1| 3057 10.1) [ranged(11 3099 18 

prov.de m 3163 22 1 ranking m 3139 21 

Providian in 2950:15 ^apungm M«9 * 
public,*, 3H0I4 rather pi 3000.5 )050, 

3121:9 3123 11 3269:22 321820 

publicly (7i 2986 20 R*yi*«l 2989 12 3003 

Pushed ,,, 3095 6 I 20 mill 3128: 
3096 1 5 313 - 8 j 3,28 ,8 3129 1.15 

purchase,*] 2964 14 jij) 14.20.23.24 313* 
2965 2.3 2968 24 ■ 313*4.10 3135 22^4 

purchased ,141 2962 12 j 3136-8.16 3141 19 314: 

2962.15.24 2963 4.2) | 31*2 4.11 14 10.20 

2364 20 2965.4 2967 19 3145.3 31*6 4.11.18 

2967 21 :968 23 2969 2 ! 31*8 11.12.23 31*9 23 
2969 4.- 2970 19 | 3150 20 3151 11 3208 

purple Ml 2966 20 322M 322J14 

purpose,,! 301514.18 ^2”' 
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regardless [H 
-;43 : - :.i )‘3ie< 

Registered,a, 2949 i« 

registering (i, 30".2 jr.9 j>!jYi26 
related m 2989 12 3126.22 3i:? 2. 


221 < 23 3220 10 32«“20 
relates fit 2984 5 
3C9l 3125 :* 

relating ,21 3:c-» :: 

3214 

relationship ,ii 29'6.1! 
relative ,2| 29'4 :9 
3238 2 

relativelym :9'0 so 
relax n| 3073 13 
release, u 2953 21 
released,!) 315, is 
3213 3 

relevant, n 3200 1 6 
rely ,ii 3123 ' 3158 6 
remark ,i) 3175 9 
remember 2929 4 
2997 16 304 3 1 1 3080-5 
3080 6 3081 ’ 3148:15 
3161 .9 3205-23 
remove ,I| 2957 10 
2992 3 

removed ,4, 2957-1! 

. 3014 23 3015.1 3076,22 
3246 8 3248 2 
repeat pi 316513 
3157 23 

repeatedly ,n 3019 12 
rephrase, i, 3181.16 
replace [11 2957 ll 
replenish,!) 3250 12 
report 1)271 2992 22 
3012.13019 24 3030 4.6 
3032 24 3038 14 3049 l 
3049 8 3053 11 3058 1 
3058.12 3059 6.7.16 

3060 10.19.20.22.22 

3061 ;6.17 3063 10.18 
3063 21 21 3064 12.13 
306* 17.20.24 3065.3.19 

3067 18.20 3068 10.14 

3068 21 3069 5.9.12.18 

3069 20.22 3070 19.21 
30*1 20.:: 3072 5.6.16 
30*2 :9.21 3073 1.8.13 


3 . 31 3ic3 :.ii 3:04 1 

3i )5 31054 ? ,4 
31DS 20 310' 4 3111 23 
31 1 1 24 31 )2 ' 12.T.22 
3ii3 7.2) 3i;4 10 .:: i' 

3119 3.4.5 3126 IS-1 : 
3126.22 3127 2.2-lt 5 
3.2' 15.18 3128 5! ' 

3129 14 16.18.21.21—2 . 

3130 1.13.14.18.20.24 

3131 16 20.22 3132 3.5 
j:32 16 ..8 3133 3.16.16 
3133 P 3134 20 3135 .4 
3136.2.3 313* 22.2: 

3138 9 14 3143 18.23 
3U4 20 3145 1.13.15.24 ’ 
3146 3.20.22.24 3147 2.4 
3147-19.19 3148:4.9.1* 
3148 18 3149 21 3150 22 
31?) 17 3152.15.21.23 
3153 1.9.15.23 3154 4.6 

3155 1.4.11.20.22.23 

3156 1.9.12 3157 6.16 
3158 17.19 3159 11 

3160 14 3161 1.5 11.1» i 

3161 21.21 3162 3.4.13 

3163 12 3169 7 3170 23 
3171.15.22-23 3172 4.10 
7I72.-16.16 31'6 15.24 . 

3t79-I2 3l80-2Jl82.il ■ 
318215 3189-4.15 

3192 20 3193 4.7.8.14.15 | 

3193 23 3194 .9..9.24 1 

3201.5.15 3207.1.3J 
3210 13 3212 2 3214 24 | 
3216 2.3.’ 3219 23 

3220 2 3235-4.6.10.13.18 | 
3246 15.17 3247 22 
3248 1 3249.20.20 3250 1 
3252.21.21 3255 18.19 
3255 20 3258 20 3260 5 i 
3260.6.9.1! 3264:14.24 < 
3265.4.1J 

reported m 2949 14 1 

3106 22.24 3171 16 
3187 20 3248 13 3230 1 
3269 4 

reporter, m 2949 1 6 
2955 24 2956 7.12 295'91 
2957 23 2969 11 3269 3 
3269 12.17.21 

reporting [ 1 ) 3193 I 7 ! 
reports ,4**i 2987 4.18 i 
2989 3.11 2991 6 2992 1 ' 
2992:3.15.16.23 2993 4.5 , 


)0'2 -9.21 3073 1.8.13 -993 9.10.13 2994 2.3.3 

30'4 14 30*5 5.18 3076 5 2996 21 2997 11 2998 16 

»»■/ o , n irt sn .... . . . . 


30*6 8.10.18.19.2022 
307' 2.2.3.12.12.21 
JO'S 15.16.20.22.24 
3C’9 4 8.13.19.2 1 30 80 3 
3080-7.9 11.18.23.24 
3081:5.6.7.16 22.2* 

3082 2.8.14.18 3083 2.13 

3083 16.23 3084 1.3.8.10 
3085 15 3086 9 3087 20 
3088 6.10.20 30 8 9 7 9 
3090 .8.20 3092 12.16 
3092.18 3093.1 3094 3 6 
3C9* 13.14.20.24 3095 3 


2999 6.17.18 3000 16 , 

3002.4 12.17.20 3010.1’ 1 
3010 20 3011.7 3012.14 

3018 5.11.12 20.23 

3019 4,6.15 3020.4.1, I 

3021.22 30227.15.21 
3023:12.17 3024 14.24 , 

3025 6.8.13.19 3026 2.9 
3026:12.14.21 3027.610 I 
3027-11.16.24 3028 1C 'I 
3028:14.17.19.23 3029 1 

3029 4.7,10.12.14.16 

3030 12.22.24 3031 15 


- —- ’ 4 V 4 V • - ... . *. -■ 

3095 21 3096 4.1 1 309 5j 3031 15.19 3033 13..6 
3099 23 3101 15.16 - " ; 3035 9.12.16.18 3036 18 
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}.2t 21.22 303“ S : .s 
37" 22 3038 10.2 
li > 21.24 3039 1.4 
31- ' 11114 “2 

• - -- -“21 :4 3042 4 

;'4: ; 304: r 3 

• ;* ■' i.i8 

. .4 ;2 

30*8 8... : :jio4-'2 

3050 23 3051 5.22 3052.3; 
3052 9.15 3053 8.18 21 
3054 -.:c 3055 15.18 
3056 1 3057 22 3058 4.6 
3358 9.13.16 3C6C-5 
3061 6 3063 5 3064 6.10 
3064 21 30"6 !2 3086 5 
5089 23 3103 23 3105:11 - 

3108 :i.!9.:i 3109 8.12 

3109 18.23 3110-2.;0.24 
3111 22 3119 10 3122.13 
3122 18 5123 1.2 3130:11 
3131 5 3139 23 3140 1.8 
514C 11.18 3142 12 
3145 19.20 3154 22 
3157 15 3160-17 3169-13 
31*1 3.14 3171 5 3.21 
31*4 3.12.14.16.17 23 
31-5 8.10.11.14.17 
31*65 3177 11.15.18.21 
31*8 3.5.6.8.10.13.20 
3179 4 6.921 3180-4.16 
3182 3.8 3183 11.18 
3184 8 3190 1.4.10.13.16 
3190-18 3191 20 3192 2 
3192 3.I2.16.1*.18.21 

3194 6.11 3195 3.14.16 

3195 24 3196 11 17 
3197 2.9.14.16.19 3198 I 
31982.5.10.13.16 17 24 
3:99 9 13.20 3201 4.9.11 
3201 18.20 3202 2.9.13 
3202.1’.18.21 3203 S.12 
3203 2024 3204 io.il 
3 :o 4 ( 8 -:i24 -r< i 
32C5 10.15 - 3226 2.12 

3206 19 23 3207 - * 11 

3207 16.19 23 32' ; 2.2.5 

3208 * •’ 1 J :* :*2I 

3209 * *. i. ::.•*: 

3215•:.'•* : 
3217;-. 2:13 

3219 5.2 2- -- m:.:: 
3221 2.3 3222 11 223.2 
32:3 8 . 12 . 22.23 3:2434 
3224 22 3225 9 3234 5 6 

3234 23 3235 1 20 5236 I 

3235 6.23 225' 1 5238 8 

3239 17 22 3340 1.4 11 

3240 15.19 3241 15.23 

3241 24 3242 3 4.14.20 
3242.21.22.22.24 3243 5 
i’43'.9.!:.:6.19 3244 3 
3244 .2.20.23 3245 9 12 
32«5 14.22 3246 :.6.*-U 
324' '.i i.:2..s.:8 
•248 5 6 9 .0.;? 3249-16 

3249 23 3250 4.5.5 10.16 

3250 1* 23 32: 1 1.2.5.13 

3251 15.18 23 3252 3.9 

3252 12.19.19.2324 

3253 6.1*23 32<4 5.1-* 
325? 2 5256 2.10 325’ 1 


regardless - review 
11/14/96 


' -1 J 2-25S .' 

32J L " 21 22.24 
3261 . '.-9.20 

326( ..... . 261 2.3 4 
326. 1 • • -.21.23.24 

3261 24 32-2 3.7.8.11.12 - 

3262 1* 23.24 3263 1.3.5 

3263 S.l« .5 '6 3264 1 
: 3264 23 3265 6.24 

3266 13.14 19 3267 2.1 3 
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Brown & Williamson vs. Wigand 
Volume 17 


style - top 
11/14/96 


Style hi 5085 4 .V'86 16 

:-;86 :c.: i 

subject(’i :95’ 14 
3043 12.14.23 31*4 23 
31*8 22 3203 14 
subjects (J1 2990 12 
2591 * 3153 3 3209 15 
3215 3 

submit rj| 5129 19.23 
3130 22 3139 18 3141 23 
3 150 3 3185 11 

submitted m 3 1 50 2 

substantial hi 31N 14 

>114 |7 3129 20 3130:14 
3130 16.19 

; substantiate |4] 311 8 10 
3149 17.20 3150 9 
such 01) 295’ 9 2976 15 
2983 14 3008:6-7 3018 6 

3045 20 3061 6 3064 10 
30*9 21 3085 18 3105 II 
31 15 15 3123 10 3136 7 
3144 15 3 165 22 3166 7 
3204 12 21 3207 3.4 
3237 u 3253 6 3269 6 

(suffixesin 301215 
suggest!}| 2993 12 
3038 18 3057 3 3166 15 
32194 

(suggested hi 309321 

3159 9 3163 I* 
suggesting (111 2959 9 

3084 15 3119 16 3121 15 
3124 1.7 3157 9 3159 5 

3160 21 3235:7 3246 23 
suggestion(ij 2983 it 
suggestions m 3187 2 
I suggests [»1 3028 22 

1 3049 15 
suingdl 3111 13 
Suite m 2950 14 
Isulfatem 32132 
summaries mi 2993 3 
2994 6 2999 16 )001.17 
3001.21 3002 1.8.10 
3005 18.20 3011.3 
summarize in 3002 4 
summarized (Si 2997 20 
3011 16 3030 6 3044 9 

3046 1 1 

summary o«i 2993 9 

2996 5 3001 11 3002 17 
>002 19 3010 IB. 19 
3058-11.12.13.16 3059 7 
3060 20.22 3061 17 
3063 20.20 3077:2.12 
30*8 16 3094 23 3095 20 
3096 2 3119 3 3129 16 
3129 21 3130 10.13.18 
3130:20 3P1 6.15.23 
3210 13 3216 8 3252 19 
SUB 111 3115.17.19.20 
supplied HI 2983 20 
(supportHI 3095:12 
3166 3.4 3168 9 12.13 
supportedm 3168 13 


supportsm 3130 13 Teny pi > 07 i 5 . 9 . 1 ! 3240 ;0.i) )Mi .2 

suppose [II 2994 20 ■3071.19 3072 :4 3074 8 3247-5 3252 6.8 3259 18 

:r±rt, l5 3o fi ! H ? HSMssar I 326312 3:64 :3 

3085 22 3C66 2 3112 22 i -aaa Art «/<ni.i ii ■ I w* W . » ■ Aft • 


3165 10.14 3205 21 


3090 20 3091 1.1 

.-- -- : 3093 11.17 3094 4 

supposition (i) 1125 24 J066 12 3102 2.6 3 106 21 | 

suppressedpi 312)2 >.o’ : 313* 5.24 3138 12 . 

suppression (II 2992 I5j 3138 ] l '■* 3159 1 :0 - 15 


Supreme m 2960 10 j 
surprise hi 3 s 1 “ 12 1 

3119 17 3124 7.8 

surprisedm >0154 

3143 24 3144 7 

(SustaioedtH 3217.2 
I system 1101 3095 16 
3096 13 3137 6 3138 12 
3163 13.15 3167 4.13 
3168 4 3221 6 
system’stH 3163 6 
systems hi 3059 18 
3138 4.16 3141 16 3162 9 
, 3162 20 


T [H| 2952 2. 7 3012 19 
302! 24 3205.10.17 

3206 4.13.20 3207 5.12 

3207 20 3251 9.16.19.24 
3256 4 

T222 (>| 3049 20 )169 20 
T230ll| 3022 8 
T231 m 3022 8 


3139:17.19 3141 14.20 
3142 5.23.24 3U3 12 
3144 5.16 3i62 14.16.22 
3162 24 3163 4 3164 15 
3164 20 3165 23 3166 l 
3166 7.1 1 3181 22.23 
3193 18 3238 3 

tested (H| 3082 23 
3087 9 3088 21 >089 17 
3089 22 3090 22 3093.3 
3393 23 3107 4.5.9 
3150 1 

testified HD 2961 6 
2969 20.21 2971 18 
2975 19 2985 2 2995 22 
2996 3 2999 11.22 


2990 1C 2991 7 2992 4 
3017 II 18 3029 18 20 
3030 2.7 3043 16 3044 3 
3044 8 3048 9 3082 10 
i 3084 1: 3087 5 )091 8 
! 3099 18 3108 12 3143 13 
| 3164 9.20 3166 19 

testings hi 3018 22 
tests Hi 3045 20 3088 II 
| 3088 14 3101 24 3129 5 
I 3139 21.21 3144 11 


lextm 2954 24 2955 1 
2977:11 

textualdl 298) 13 
Thank hi 29788 
2983 24 2990 6 3042 17 
3063 13 3077 6 3214 7 
Thanksgiving (is) 

2974 13.16 2975 7.10 

iMjiwii.ii 2977 3.5 2980 4 11.12.13 

3023 11 3026 17 3043 13 themselves HI 2993 5 
3044 3 3076 23 3078 3.5 2 999 )8 3179 21 3182 4 

1 A«0 C 1 ^ 1 A 1 *» \i*iOn IT ) _- 


30*8 6.12.14.17 3080 1) 
3080 17 3083 24 3104 20 
3105:10 3109 16 3110 23 
3171 12.20.21 3190:12 
3196 22 320) 18 3222 14 
3222 16.18 322) 2.6 
3238 16 3239 4 )243 1 1 
3249 7 3260.14 3264 11 
testifies di 3062 7 


table HI 301713 3127 IS {testify («] 3069 4 

1*1 O 1 


tagdl 3211 20 
tags (i) 3211 10 
taking HI 3126 8 3191 4 
] 31916 
talks (ii J164 1 
tar (i 1 3090 3 
•technical hi 3049 20 
j 3163.10 

technique hi )095:ii 
technology [i| 3084 4 
telephoned! 29834 
I telling (4) 2962 2 
308* 16 3087 12 3094 15 
3105 2 3142 5 
ten HI 2955 1 3083 4 
3242 9 

tendni 312* 11 
tender HI 2955 23 2957 8 
tenure(i) 298] 3 32)7 16 

: 3262 14 

term HI 2961 22 3204 12 
, 3255 22 3264 2 
termed (i i 2963 2 
termination hi 2982 9 
2982 13.14 

terms HI 2967 24 3031.9 
3100 21 3188 7.13 
3194 18 

terrible tu 3123 11 


3076 17 )0788 3132:1) 
3216 19 3222 15 3238 ’ 
32)8 1) 3:60 24 

testifying d«i 3027 :i 
3079 12 3086 8.10.19 
3109 17 )132 8 )137 19 
3194 3 3238 1’ 
(testimonyini 2962 14 
I 2972 17 2973 16 2983.11 
| 2987 24 2988 B 2989 I 
1 2990 21 2999 15.19 
3005 16 3007 14 J008 1 
3008 2 3009 12.13 
3023 16.24 3024 3.7 
3025 9 302’ 2) 3028 1 1 
30)0 21.24 30)1 3-11 
30)3 U 3045 r.22 
30*6 l 3055 21 3058 6 
3066 19.24 3068 9.1) 
3069 7 3070 4 3071:2 

3077 4 14.18 3078 19 
3079 2 3082 13 17.21 
3083 19 3088 22.23 
3089 3 3091 7 3092 9.23 
3094 3.9 3104 10.14 
3109 15 3136 19.21 
3146 23 3158 ' 31*2 2 
3172 22 3187 19 3189 3 


318)3 

therefore d 1 3 1*4 5 
Thereupon hi 299415 
1012 8 3062 22 3168 23 
32689 

thinking HI 2978 20 
3024:20 3115 15 3250:13 
(thinks HI 2954 5 )110 13 
I 3123 18 
(third|i| 3095 2 
Thomas (U) 2949 u 
| 2956 22 2957 2 3107 17 
3153 18 21 3154 10 
3155 22 )156 3.22 
| 3161 18 3269 2.16 
1 Thomas’ (i| 3157 -i 
| Thornton (7j| 2989.13 
>00) 14 )006 21.22.24 
3025 12 3075 5.17 3076 3 
3076 4.7.9.11.14 309)8 
3093 10 3109 2.14.21.22 
311 1 20 3112 12 31 14 21 
3126 18 3127 1.14 3128 2 
3128 4.18 3129 1.9.15 
313) 14.20.23.24 3134 2 
3134 4.10 3135 22 31)6 1 
3136 8 3141.19 3142 2.4 
3142 11.15.16 20 3145 3 
3)46 5.11.18 3148 11.12 
3148 23 3149 23 31509 
3150 20 )151.11 3208 20 

3221 5.7.10.11.15 

3222 23 3224 1117 
3225 14 3234 14.16 

Thornton’s hi 30’4 24 

( 3136 16 

thoroughly ni 3163.9 


319! 7 3193.11 3194 1) , - 

3197 :: 3207 11 3213 15 I 3143 23 
3214 16.22 3:16 5 thought IU| 295* 9 


3225 20 3234 4 20 32)5 7 
32)5 9 32)6 6 3239 9 


301 1 20 3014 21 3015 4 
3015 2) 3016 11 3098 5 


3255 10 324* 6 
thousands [7| 5145 23 
3:96 2.4.*.8.13.S3 
three (in 29*7 ;j :-?5s 1 
2988 15 3C28 1 30.. - 
3155 19 3156 1 3212 9 
3242 8.15.1* 5:56 1 
3264 16 

through h»i 2953 r 

' 2956 24 299) 14 ; - - 
299* 16 2.. 4.1 - ■ 

3015 15 3-..:-„ * 3,1. .2 
, 3023 1 3024 14.24 
; 3031 10 30)9 :o 304“ 16 

! 3050 6.19 3069 14.1-j 

1 30"! I 308) :) 3120 23 
3124 r.2) 3126 
| 3140 16 3145 I* 3149 
1 3151 5.9)158 12.: 3 
1 3159 20 3161 2 3163 24 
31 "72 * 3195 * 3198 12 
I 3198 1' 32C1 24 2202 3 
I 3204 5.8 122C 3.4.7.11 
3221 4 3:23 16.22.23 
1 3224 3.5.10 32*2 11 
3264 15 16 

throughout (ii 304 - :o 
; 3128 15 

Thursday hi 29 J 9 19 

| 2953 1 

limes hi 3961 4 < 

3184 13.16 3225 6 
' tip (ii 3087 1* 

: tipped (j) JJSf 5 * 
tireddl 32“ 8 
title hi 3013 if >:::: 

tobacco mi 2949 5 
2951 6 3044 1 3064 
3068 I 3081 20 )•: 20 
3091 4 3093 19 >1 > * 
j 3096 18 22 5102 2. 
i 3103 15 31)4 4 ) : .4 

! 3121 5 3137 10 I r 
I 3144 6 3150. :i ' : 6 
| 3164 9.3 3'46 - - 1 

; 316**.:.- 2 -• *.: • 

| 3210 II 

today H«l 2956 12 
2960 1 : *’: :: 

2998 1.4 * .3 

1 3013* 3 . -6 

1 3062 6 ' 

I 30*9 If •- • ‘ 

! 3094 3 »: • .. 

i 31 1* 19 :..7 3:3.:; 

! 3140 12 3 : > ' :-■* 16 

I 3240 10 3296 3 

together hi 29*: « 

3111 21 312" 1 .- 
3146 20 326.1 :: 
ITomni 2956 :* 2- < s 
'too(i| 2960 1 1 3 • 1 - 
I 3121 4 3 125 :•> J2> ' 
(took (41 JI321 j : - • 

I 3134 6 316 3 I 
top HI 2968 2 > 5- 
I 30*5 3 3.60 3 
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topic - Wertheimer 
11/14/96 


topic in J0t~ 20 
total (lI 31/0 5 
totally [sj 3036 9.10 
3343 If 31J5 18 3148.10 
Tower EH 2949 18 
:?<o 3 

trace m 3i't i: 
transcnpt(ii| 3953 11 
3953 15.30 395* :9.33 
3956 I 3990:2 3024 16 
3335 23 3269 6." 
transfers[ii 3198 24 
Trapamundani 

3145 10 

travel in 313616 
treat hi 39?4 21 
treatment [i] 3098 13 
trench in 3249 2 
trial ( 1 ) 2958 17 31 17 10 
311’ 13 3125 16 322M8 
•nals(ij 3124 24 
tried hi 30ii 19 309116 
trier m 3122:10 3123 22 
trouble tn 2955 9 30213 
true (57] 2995 17.21 
2996 2.12.24 3001 19 
3018 II 3019 14 3022 22 
3024 13 3027 4 3035:22 
3035 23 3038 9 3040 9 

3040 13.20 3041 3.9.10 

3041 13.15.15 304 2 1 5 
3044-7 3045 13 3047 16 
3048:' 3052 2.5.15 
3062 11 3069 8 3070 5 
31 10 13 3122 9.9 3126 I 


3091 ',4 3U9 " 3136 23 
2155 21 3169 7 3212 12 
3212.15 3216 12 3212.13 

Two-fold HI 3i09 12 
two-volume [2i 29631 
2984 24 

type[|j) 3012-16 30453 
3059 2 2 3189 2 0 3205 5 

3207 1 3222.9 3242:-20 .United[2| 3127 20 
3254 5 3259 24 3260 6.8 ; 33}“" 

typed hi 3182 17 unless m 298 8 4 302: 
types t«l 3012:15 3C29 141 3123 6 .1 3159 12 


understood m 29"319 
3014 21 3075 23 3076.1 
3086 3 3215 21 324' 4 
3256 I 

undertook hi > 102.' 

unethical 111 2992 it 
unintentionally it) 

2998 17 


3029 16 3138 3.10 
3217 13 3220 21 3256 2 

-u- 

U.Kp] 3031 4.6 312'21 
U.Sm 2951:2 3085.4 
3086 10.16.20.21 
Uh-humpl 3022 6 
ultimate pj 3020 3 
3123:21 

ultimately in 3069 19 
3070 7 3075:15 3158 P 
3158 19 3240 23 3241 2 
3243 4 

Um-hum («| 2988 14 

3013 6 302121 3036.9 
3044 23 3045 6.12 3052 1 
3060 2 3 3064 3.8 3065 10 
3066 3 3068 19 3084 22 
3085 21 3086:6 3092:17 
3094 22 3095 4.23 3096 7 
3107 8 3131 9.12 3137.1 
3137 3.12 3172:12 

3126 4.5 3131 13 313523' 3207 24 
3152 21 3172 22 3173 1 2 4 15 222:19 3 23 9 

3179 24 3185 10 0186 23 > 3239 B 3252*15 
3.93 9 3196 9 3206 17 uaeaUiam ^ 

31376 

unclear ci | 31929 
unconscious m 
3124 14 

under[ii| 2953.10.12 
2954 12 2957 12.18 


3207 '. 10.15 3221 i$ 
3240.22 3269 7 
truly PI 3197 6 3237 6 
tTUS* t*1 2956 6 2960 13 
truth [ill 2979 21 
3056 24 30*3-11 3122.6 
3177 7,8.10.13.14.1? 
3218.15 

trym 3114 7 3149-16 
31 '5 16.20 3176:6 
3254-12 

trying i Hi 296120 
29"9 1.16 2989 2 3017 5 
3035 ? 3039 21 3124:1 
3159 7 31*8 24 3188 18 
3200 15 3209-4 3224 16 
3245 20 

Tuesdayni 3024 17 
Tuesday’sm 2956 2 

29904 

turn in 2986 17 3032:5 
turned pi 2983 2.12 
two [24| 2961 16 2966:8 
2970 2 4 2972.16 2979 1 
2985:3.5 2988.10.12 
3031 8 3063 6 3065-16 
3065 18 3078-3 3089 10 


! unpackaged hi 3052 1: 
unsealed w 2954 * 

2955 IJ! 2956 4 
unsealing [21 2955 «.|4 
untrue hi 3027.14 
3037 16 3038 1.4 
upon 2959 17.17 2960 5 
2969 22 29'6 6.8 2978 ig 
2984 12 2993 19 3035 3 
3055 13.24 3056:5 
3087 22 3094 2 3113 9 
311421 3116 20 3123 16 
3131 23 3144 14.18 
3158 5 3167 18 3180 20 
3181 18.18 3182.P 
3185 8 3221 19 3253:17 
upside m 3017 6 
uscdltt) 2959 I 2961.10 
2964 19 3084 1 9 308 5 1 5 
3086 9 30*7 10 3088 24 
3096 33.17 3137 6.10 
3138 24 3K1 20.21 
3162:10 3165 * 3166 8 
3167 1 

uses m 3244 15 
using (it) 2961 12 2982 1 
I 3059 18 3063 4 3082 19 
I 3093 23 3140 1 3142:5 
| 3t62 20 3163 18 3244-14 
i USUal PI 3006 9 30’6 6 
! usually Pi 2959 2 
j 2980 13 3072:5.16.19 
j 3072 23 318120 


•243 15..5.20 3N4 3 ^ 
3214 24 3246 J4.P2C 
3246 24 3246 ii) 3264 :: 
3264 23 3265 5.10.13 
3267 22 

vetting m 31978 
viam 3208 15 3209 12 
vice HI 3165 21 
Viceroym 3103’ 
videopl 2955 J0.12 
3225 18 3234 2 
V1DEOGRAPHER 
i [Ul 2960 16 3000 8.il 
i 3016 24 3062 16 3063 14 
I 3168 17 3169 3 5186 16 
j 3186 20 3200-20.23 
! 3225 P 3234 1 3268:6 
videotaped in 2949 11 
viewnoi 2953.14 2957 4 • 
2968 20 2992 8 305' 19 
3096 11 3116 1 3137 * 
3194 7 3250 21 
views m 3062 6 
, Virginia PI 3258 19 22 1 
Vis-a-vis [II 3127 21 
visited |1) 2969 7 
i 3109 23 3133 22.24 
I 3134 2 

visiting |i| 3133 20 
; vitro [i»i 3045 1.21 
j 3049 19 3058 7 3059-9 
1 3063 24 3066 10 3081.19 
: 3091 4 3093.5.P 3095.7 
3095 14 3144 15 3164 8 
: 3164 20 

voicedm 2957 ij 
, volume m 2949 23 
! 2970 23.24.24 3225 22 
1 volumes pi 2961 17 
! 2985 3.5.10 
volunteerm 312812 

volunteering pi 

| 3128 15 
vs (i| 2949 7 


2958 7 3007.14 3093 3 
3099:7 3225:15 3244 2 
underlying hi 300215 
understand pn 2959 14 
2960:7 2961 14 2962.11 
2962 22 2965 10 2972:12 1 


-V- 


I_ 

Validation hi 3162 24 
vapor [4| 5095 16 309’ 3 
3098 7.11 


-w- 


varilblCHI 3C96 12 
3137 4 3138 5 
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